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_discussions took or what they cove'rfe_d. This
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“The Dc')'c'!umjenjt-'s -

. . .- i ; ’4
Even the available Warren Commission transcripts

" have gaps in them. There are portions &f the discussion,,
_often just a$ sensitive and provocative matters are
- being ‘raised, when the Commissioners decided to go |

“off-the-record” and the official court reporter stopped”

taking notes. One does not know how:long these?
terial is:

beyond retrieval. 2 g

In addition to the executjve sessidns and spefial staff

: meetihgs, the Commission took dirkct testim ony from

94 witnesses, including President !a_nd Mrs." }6hnZon;
Mrs. John|F: Kennedy;. Secretary of the Treasury C..
Douglas Dillon (in whose departmenit resides the

Secret Service); Sécretary of Statd Dean Rusk (whose

. department “/handled Oswald’s... passport - problems -
_during his Soviet sojourn); FBI Ditector Hoover; CIA

Director John A. McConeland his deputy, Richard M.

: *.Helms; - Texas Attorney | General Waggoner Carr;

Secret Service Chief James J. Rowley; Mrs. Marina

» ‘Oswald (Oswald_’s-widow_; Mr;s M rguerite Oswald"

L

(Oswald’s mother); ar_'wd Jack Ruby, the man who killed
Oswald in the Dallas police station on November 24.
The staff interviewed 395 other witnesses. However,
the Commission apparently disregarded the recom-

mendation of Texas Attorney General Carr thatall EBI-

and CIA agents who were.in the Dallas area in the

. period immediately before and following the Kennedy

assassination be’ interviewed as well. Carr’s ‘written

recommendation to General Counsel Rankin was based
- on the long-held suspicion that Oswald may have been .

employed by either the CIA or the FBL. What follows is

“an annotated-chronology of the Warren Commission’s

executive * sessions, including the lengthy meéting
between two of the Gdmmissioners, staff members and
a panel of three psychiatrists." - . i
The Commission Meeting of December 5, 1963

- -

1 " o . . . g
This was the -organizational meeting of the Commission af the

National Archives. The Commission had no staffand no quarters of

itsfown; the principal object: of the session was to organize the
el I3 e x L]
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inpe: s! u!l;u ;Yxl the first m<tht< into- Hu. thoughts (’[Ilu seven
men n‘qnn lr;(rqmq quickly, ‘almost as soon~ as the chairman called
I/n'v.Li )l”?’ 10 order, What preoccupied thel Commission from the
‘outse I}ns f"‘luslom responsibility; its relations with the FBI and
llu-}j :shgl lparhm nt, amd the sensitive pmbh m of how to deal
with ’!Il . itl Texas inquiry. Katze nlm(hliln D:puh/ AHorml/-
Cvrt mt ] }1 present a part of the time to aifvise the Commission.
Thi w liorosWarren launched the Commission:
1
. Chﬂl"'"iﬂlj 6cntlcmen, this is 'a very sad and solemn duty

thaé éénrr

/{mderhkmg, andlamsure that there is not one of .
A% would rather be doing almost anything else that |
q¢ n; th éof than to be on a commiission of this kind. But it

is a t em il ously important one. The President, | am sure, is _
Zing to make sure the public will be gnve all SFthe

! f? sordid situation ... !

Loowvanre,
nfr[‘t"'

} lnrm\{ its own mzu’shqntnrs or oblmnmg subpoena

pouidrs] ‘I ;mlha:z:m concerned abaut their credibility, thought -
this) 0: s b‘ Himiting mxd made it r!m& that the Commission should -
havy, ;{(h it powers.” They were ivorried, .‘houql} that their 1
i:xl!«la'tf; nAm rinnqh! improperly interfere with- Jack Ri Iu/b miurder oy
trialisefiedi d}vr February, 1964. John M(CIOJ cumlmui up!/usx
pro ehis: S
MF M r(.] v Yes Now I have the feelmg that the prestxge, ;
the ttmdn g of this Commission, everybody is looking F\or it
to dorfte; fob,\:/ard promptly, with an objective comprehenswc i
rep Vhichjwill lay all-the dust and rlght across our pathis
thigfintidenMof the pending! furder trial . . . ['have. a feeling -
that another obligation than thé mere evaluatjon of ~
the {pf agencies, many of which as yousuggested,.or”
st £m ‘at'least, may be interested, may be involved.
Teereti ' potentml culpability here on the part of the Secret

) Ser\Tcw_ angd even the FBI, and these reports, after all, human
natL rd. "L what it is, may have some self—servmg aspects in’,
therh j think that if we didn’t have the right to subpoena -
dodynifeny the right to-subpoena: witnesses if. we needed
-themni| tHaf this Commission’s general’ standing might be..”
sorze yhatimpaired. We could use them of course with g great
disc¢reition dnd I'certainly wouldn’tiwant them to go running

. around Ex mining witnesses, but | can vnsuahze occasnona"y
,wh&en‘ ] ,'lll want to examine wntnesses

/I thlnk it would be @ mistake'if we should suddenly
y:t in the conduct of this Commnssxon where we had

] wer. If we just ask fof it'in the course of events of
|1 'Eetmg of thls Comm:sswn I thmk it wou]d be well

aie, 1 agree with you a huridred percent. I think it

WC;fL ! the stature of-this Commission it this were
" sore hat “we unammouslyl agreed; upon from the

RN

nt time.
/

“thdfp

. 1 1 k: »
‘ LI( It occurs to me, since Mr. McCon has mentioned-
iI ‘decrease the use of self-ser\hng ‘conclusions if we-,
't ppwer. Understand, I'm not ]ookmg for anyone, I’ W
clous of anyone going out to cover up, but peoplc will

gmnl on to suggest, however, Hmj the Commiission .

-

’ ~man or yol's

o
"

ind all of a sudden we appearm Congress and ask -

i
= _
uld give usa standmg more t]'\an what we have at _‘ .

13

But Warren, still anxious to keep the Commission’s work within
what Iu rnnsnh red mmmqmblr proportions, krpt demurring.

Chmmmn If the rest of you want the subpoena power that is
perfectly all right with me, butif we have the subpoena power
people are going to expect us to use it. Wlt,nesses are going to

g have - the right to come in’ and say,- here, I've. got this
testimony, I want to give it before your committee. And if
thcy are cranks, if they are nuts, we are in a bind because if we
don’t hear them at-least they are going to go out and say we
" have suppressed the evidence on them and we only heard the
thmgs that we wanted to. hear etc.

Rt'p Baqqs But Mr. Chnef]ustxte, won't thathappen whether
" we have the subpoena power or not? *"

Chmrnmn - Well I think maybe it would to some extent, but if -~

we're proceedmg on the theory that this was a job- of

eva1uat|0n of evndence rather-than of gathering of evidence it

will enablé quto go to the various agencnes of the government

~and have thes : people who want to be witnesses investigatéd,

‘have their tesellmony appraised by them and then submitted
| }crus for EVa!qahon That ‘was my" thought N

_Mr. McCloy: 1 somehow come back finally to the conviction
" that this is. s‘omethmg we have.té6 do. This Commission is
. going to be criticized .-... no matter what we do but I think we
- waould be: mor‘;:

‘world as something that is evaluating government agencies’
repérts ‘who themselves may be culpable. And I have a feeling
that itis withi

. have this, and,if we have good counsel he cap separate out the
_nuts.from the others, and say I think you ought to talk to this
houldn t talk'to him . . ..

i

*. Finally, wmde rlprndqu from M(CIO_/, Ford, Boggs and Russell,

er Comniissioh passed a resolution. providing for introduction of a
bill in Congress that would. grant subpoena powers to_ the
presidentidl body. But the decision was made not fo ask for the power

Yo to grant nmnu'mty fo witnesses. .

, From the ftrst day, the Commission’ was worried about the Texas

' murt of mqmry ‘Warren described it as a “strange sort of

mshtuhon that in" the past.did not perform very admirably.

“hearings, takesevidence; but comes to no conclusions. “Obviously in
trresponslblc Mands” this procedure could be-abused, he added.

Warren ren’arked that Hg Texas authoritics Imdmgngrdnmong
their counsel “a grnllem‘m by fhe name of Jaworski” (Leon Jaworski
~who, 10 yédys later, "would become the Watergate Special
_ Prosecutor), whom he called a finb lawyer. But Warren commented
" that 1 persannl[y would be veryhappy if the state of Texas would
decide not to lxa7ti any such hearings until this Commission had an
opporfunity to survey thesituation and rake its appraisal, because if
* thiere sshould be some irresponsible witnesses come before that
" Commission (in Té.rns)lnnd give sensational testimony to the public,
ino fiiidifgs. that they are iuntrue or anyjthing, and we would have the
b, of. n”njmg the fublic fears that developed [rom that kind of
testimony and 1 think if. wux:};i be very bad indeed.”

Leaks of m[ornmhun attributed. to the FBI -concerning the
- bureau’s initial findings annayed the Comnitission that first day.
“The Commiission twas still- nwaiting the FBI's first full report, and
Sen. Russell asked atidly, “how mucl of their findings does the FBI
propos to reledse to the priss before we present the findings of this
. Commission.” \This was the.beginning of a sub'rosa, but intense
L and sistained f]ud betiveht the Commission and the FBI that was to

: "» Katzenbach rx['[mned that the Texas court normally holds public

A

crmclzed if we were s_lmply posed before the .

h the dignity of this Commission that we'should
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';‘Sn'ig‘n[ifimu!ly color the ensuing procecdings.
- internal frictions betwedn the attorney general’s office and the FBI
(the FBI's autoriomy withisi the 'Departinent of . Justice was a .

.|14t =

Underlining  the

traditional \problem facing attorneys general), Katzenbach told the

".Commission that although Hoéver secemed “utterly furious” about

the leaks, the re could be no question that mfornmhon cante from the
burean. |

& The balance of the Cnmmmmns first 51‘551011 was (levoted to
discussing the hiring of a general counsel—a number of nimes were
suggested (McCloy safid that even Thomas Dewey, the 5944 and
1948 Rt‘pubhmn presidential candidate, would be available)—but
“no decision was made. Allen Dulles remarked that “1 don’t think it

should be anybody from Texas. The Commissioners kept coming

Cback to ‘the problem of Imm”mg their - press relations—the.

Compmission lived iwconstant fear of leaks mrd press criticism—and,
at cone’ point, it was - suggested that the [FBI provide a press
spokesman. The idea was quickly dropped. . :

Ford asked the Chairman to clarify, lns plnnsfor the Commission

mrrlmgs later in December because' “we hiave a holiday season
rommg up, at least I liave, with some family plans.” McCloy asked, .

“Can 1 go to Brazil next week?” Warren suggested an afternoon
nieeting to I\z'rp searching for a general counsel, but McCloy could
not make it. “I have this lwicheon with the President, whatever if is.

" They made jt very clear'to me if was a (omnmnd performance,” he

. said.- The Cnmnuscmn adjourned wntil the next day.

5

The Commission eeting of December 6, 1963

Again, the Commission found itself bogging down in the problem of
the Texas Court of Ingfiiry. Katzenbach was negotiating with Tex-

“as Attorney General Carrwho had come to Washingtoy, but whom

Warren refused to sec for three days, having the Texan cool his heels
in his hotel Foom. Warren was holding out for a formal promisethat

- the Texans would hold no hearings until the Commission completed
‘ifs own investigation. There was unrrrtmnh/ whether the Warren

Commission could issue its report before the end {a'f Ruby’s trial,

~which the Chairman feared might last until May or June. Thr :

quandary wqs that, on the one hand, the report could prejudice a

'_frml in prdgress and, on the other, Hmt the .Commission could

- reagonably delay finishing its work only sq long.’
ket wondering what the EBl was doing mxd]ust how much the CIA -
ew aImut the assassination. The public ioas never told about the .

ke

‘.'-..— with the. CIA, which runs

he Commission

Ymmission’s doubts concerning the FBI anid the CIA. As for Allen
es, he'.emerged as an mformal spokesman for :the CIA,
peatedly offering his former agency’s services nndms:stmg Hhat the

* FBI transmit its material to the CI/} as éxpedltxously as posstblr
.Mr. Dulles! .

. We'would probably want to receive from the.
State [De ent, and. the FBI, at- some tithe appropriate,
their { in regard to,the effect of the sad inciderit,
abroad, tReattitude taken injvarious céuntrles Iwasin touch

. "Broadcasting Information Service, which means we intercept

on aworld-wide basis all the|radio messagés that are sent out,

which include, inthe case of the Soviet lllmon a great deal

:-that is published. They have collected|on their own, before I

P - spoké to them, quite a little| lon this,
"* this’ pamphlet.-
Confrdent:ﬁl dnd'some are For Official Use Only; there is very

thich is summarized in
Now, while some of those are marked
little that {s\confidential, reallly The only confidential thingis
that we pick these messages up and do intercept them
personally, but it is not advertised that this is a CIA operation.

.-I'have:copi \s of the:summary, which I can distribute to each

i
member

hat you[ may . call the Foreign.

If you don’t want to keep'them you can destroy -

* sion had not yet

‘view of the Commission .
time nnght be more lmrmfzﬂ Hmn helpful in our smrrh for lhr '
‘ truth ; :

“I think- that we hnw to 5how a. 5pmt of mapemtwn with thcsr =

. noh J'evml everything we have got or rmy!hmg :

"Warren told-the Commxssmners ‘We -
I've -
cooperated with the federal government in a thousand things ziJhenI :

| * The New Republic
them .. .. . =3 "‘
. : .

When McCloy asked Warren whether he had communicated
with the CLA, an exchange énsued that once again demonstrated
how "discrectly the Commission felt 11 had to act tnwanis the
mh ”rq: nee (mnmumh/ ~1

Chairman: No, 1 have not, for the simple. reason that | have

never been informed that the CIA hadiany knowledge about
this.-

" M. McCloy: 'l:hey_ havie.= ' ’ Pt

Chairman: T'm sure they have, .but I did not want to ;;ut the

CIA into this thing unless they put themselves in.

Mr. McCloy: Don’t we have to-ask them if we’re on notice

that they have?

Chmrnmn We have to do it with all of them

position . . . I think we have to ask them. We have to ask the
Secret Servrce We have to ask the FBL.

5:'11 1\11544'11 State Deparment may have somethmg

-Chairman: Yes, the State Department And I think we ought

to ask the White House difect if they have anything further

that they might like to have us consnder in connection w1th

this. |
Sen. RI(SSI 1l: .

such mformatmn as the Dallas police, Texas State police, have
or-should we get that From the FBI? .

Russell’s question went mmnswrn’d inasmuch as 'th(' Commis-.
e solved the Texas' rivalry problem. Quih’ bitterly,
Warren told the Commission that he had received “n faur-page,

~ single spaced letter” from Waggoner Car, mainly slmwmg ‘the

importance of their courtand tohat they're going to do,” but with “no
offer to do anything else other than have their Court of Inquzry

Warren then read.a Itlter he had sent Carr stafing that “it is the
+ that a public inquiry in Texas at this

peaple and still .
about our in mrmosl sz'[rels
don’t have to do:that to cooperate with these pedple . .

was in state government (Warren had served as governor ‘of
California) and we didn’t-tell everything . : .

‘anwhtle J. Lee Rankin,. the [ormer solmtor gem’ml
emerged ns ‘the leading candidate for the post of general counsel,

although no action on his appoinbment was takén at the Decentber 6

mretmg And, again, the FBI came in for criticism for'new leaks to
- the press. Boggs-and MfClo_/ agn'ed that it was “ovtrageous” and

Warren'remarked that it would be & grmt mistake for us either to

i frrl dnrselves, or to give the impression to the public, that we sought .

the nss:slmm’ of the FBI or the Dfpnrhnen.‘ of ]ushre nfpxckmg our
counsel.” .
i The Commlss:onrrs travels krm interfering with le group’s

- work, Boggs said he had to catch a plane. McCloy announced that
~““I'm going to leave on Sunday for London for a day. .

s aqueer
business but we know this happens. I have to go over. nml' nmkr a
speech in London and come back the same day, I¥'s crazy.” But

McCIay also had to-catch a. plane Hmt same afternoon.” | .

,3, B :
i R s
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foes
[ .
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‘ . Wehave not
‘done it with any of them yet because we have not beenin that

Wo‘uld it Be appropriate for us to seek to get -
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'Tl?_ : mission Meetmg of December 16, 1963- | come out in the press at one time or another, a bit here and a
S e L bit there : . Py
O)J;’;_i tdmber 9, the Commission n’mved a [:vr-vo[ume report . : v
fromi the EBILand the bureau again came -under-attack.” First, - Mr. D“”l'S Some"of the details of the annexes are not irs the
Allﬂr Ditllps Feparh d that my copy of the FBI report ot to me all} - press. = . . = Lo [
rlqlf put g ins surprised . . .1 got there in a big box and 1 ihought

SrstsII Tht tr ""-
"¢ it wasisome more of my [mnks I'shoved it aside and 1 didn’t have it s SR arstrue. -
1

um{,(r_' iy sécurity at all.” Then'this exchange developed over the” .~ Mr, Dulles: 1 wish we could I-’,Gt from the:FBI more readable .
{ IRIEERE . : - . ¢ . annexés. Therg are three, four, or five annexes there.and |

think. they ought toassume the responsxbxhty ofwritingthem - -
so0 we can read them. - - I

c

\E y\le have been . . . notified by the Secret Service -
>¥1] perhaps have their report-in before the end of the - .
"he[CIA said that it has’ no big report to makd but ithas . Rt’p Forde ). I've had a ferrible time trying to read'some of
; rh,umcatmns thatit wantsto present toudanditwill the notes of Oswald and'1 think that, as a conyenience to us, it
N Mr Rankm tells them we re ready fo it . would be very helpful if it was typewritten up so that it would
be very readable. [Thxs isa reference poswald sdiary and his
other wntmgs ] .

j»They have not seen the annexes to thé FBI report.’
t‘have those. Their report could only be of value, in* .
'1, unless.they have somethmg extraneous, after . Mr "Dulles: HIS handwntmg is very hard todecxpher Theydo
) | ’ ‘a<better job offecnphermg the handwntmg than we do.

Mr M(Chfy I thmk that you've. got to bearin mind that they
were ‘und r-pressure to ‘get this to us,and this only purports _
) Bea sut mary ‘The gJammar is bad and you can see they did

:Yes They have Oswald’s trip down toMexnco, for ‘ riot_polish it all u up. It bes leave you some loopholes in this

'th&m;,:l Lnow. Whese Ke Wert to the Cuban Embassy * E thing but I tlink you hlave o realnze they put. H’\IS thmg

" r¢; and possibly some other agency . . .;Ahd I'think together very fast: .
" we als ou shi to' makeaformalrecommendatnon oftheTexas Rep Boggs '{'heres ndthmg in there about Governor

; d us thelr reports - ? o ',i Connally ( . ' » g ‘ L
20 g6 raised H“’ qitestion of Mrs. M"””“ Oswald “"d 7 Sen: Cooprr] ‘And whether or._not they found any bullets in
r#oundmg her. “She’s a Russian citizen,” he'said..”She = him. ) [ ) e 1
oy : i e :

gh- off and leave.” This led to llxefollowing discussion: . - d

Ay Mr McClo his bu]let busmess leaves me conFused
_l l'sa,l was rather worried aboutathat She‘s been.in - (a T

# tou’

she{hr;'ht_ dst take off.and go to Mex:co ,

ithithe Soviet Embassy, that we know, andof course’ Chmrmmx “ s tOti!”)’ inc )nC]USlVe o R
I i " Sen. Russc” T}ley couldn tffmd where one bullet came out -
g e Chn)n T ”fhe only thxng that 1 heard was that the Secret that struck the Presiden énd yet they found a bullet in-the
o, Servnc| -",té )k her ‘into- protective custoay so that nothing . “stretcher, .71 ) "
wouldI happen ta.her. Now, what they have done.since that : : . . 2% 4 -
) timé ! ll;lt):; t’know They were afraid that $omething might ~ Q/Ir ‘MCtCon _l thmk you :ought to ’have .the FUN?PS_)'
hapﬁel £ ‘Bér, as happened.to her husband so they took her f OFUImEnD: o ‘ B & i
. [tosome nknown place, I think:.-. " | . bl n Chmrman By ll means-w eought t6 have the medical eports. L
RPD " Eoby 'tt‘would be another- bad ﬂavor I thlnk ) _ {“Weé ought to hve them a6 patt of this document here because ' :
TR ! 5 ;g they might playavery impoftant partinit, .I. Thadth feeling
_ Ch’””" | {°u re. exactly right. - : : _that, after studying this [FBI] report, unless we had the raw
i - Mr Mlc 5 ZThere’s another wbman'here that mtrlgues me - materials thit went int the'making of this report an hadan -
“and that: i Mrs. Ruth Paine. . { oy Lo opportunity“to examine|those raw materials and mpke our . o
L B 81105 ) ‘ . own-appraisal, that-any appraisal of.this report would|be little B
) Mr. D, ”5 ;rAnd her' husband, too [chhael R. I’ame].l - or nothing,and it, therefore, occurred to mé that we perhaps
u'nder%t d theres a‘report on that. i ! | : \_ : ',' ought to ‘have!- 3 resolutioh requesting -all agendies and
i The_;; nps were fnends of- Marina Oswald who staﬂd with depa:ttments iurn:h;lka;vm ct)i:lsal)sfuPonr:rtl:‘l::;etl;?::r:lsl »
it . them in.l r.;ttrzg’, Texas, in the weeks prcceedmg Pn’stden Kennedys ~given.to us are base pirep! raw-mater ‘
developments pertamm;.1 to this matter since the last/reports

S assassi batiprr: Lee- Oswald, visited Marina ‘aty \the Paines’s Hlt’ e b o ke | aisal of
. i : 2 at wa ‘ma n appraisa
= evening hefoté the assassination, spending’ thé' night there,’ were made. In:that way we can'mike our own apprais

The 13le rf’port voluminous as it.was, uHerljfmled to snhsfy the these rat reports andjwg can ft)rm What is going on from day_

Commtssror‘r {m a number of crthm[ pomts | R o d"y!m'thls Field : T T

| . Rep Bogqs mmmrnh’n' det" 'fn"nding that FBI reporf leaves a
nnlhon questioits.”” Dulles ngm'r'i vising to the CIA’s defense, said
. the agency conild not do much {‘on’ the Soviet end”—the Imfquound
_».of Oswali’s-three years in Russia—"until Hll'_/ receive thijseé papers '
§ couldnt agree with that more 1 have read it that have been submitted 1d s bythe FBL. .. Theyve beeworking
te-very carefully, and1 went. through it againat _for a long wluhl: 1 knoio. | It starteid wlu’n T was there.”|
gmarked and practlcally everythmg in there has - -~ This” was the first public- ndtnxcsmn that the CIA fad been

Chmrm i Nell gentlemen, to be very. Frank about; it; - have

|
read t] ai FB1 report two-or three times and I have riot seen - -
: " anythnré 1

;there yet that has not been in the press.

...,‘
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| .
following Ostwald’s case sivice his defection to the Soviet Union in
1959, immediately after his discharge from the Marine Corps.
Dulles, however, went on to say that as soon as the CIA obtains the
FBI's raw reports, including Oswald’s diaries, “they’ can start
tracking back and sec what is not told us by the Russians.” He said
that the Soviet government, which had been requested by the State
Department to provide information about Oswald’s stay in Russia,
has hot !Io[:f of “paying him iiionecy, quite substantial sums.”
" Warren *replied that the Commission ought to study State
" Department, Secret Service and Tmniigration Service feports “and
whatever the CIA lias.” He added that "'l think the CIA is right, it
can’t do much on'the Russian end until they get this raw material,
and they can do quite a good deal.” L
But, as._the: Commission was beginning to \ discover the
burcaucratic rivalry problems involving US'intelligence agencivs,
Warren suggested that “perhaps we oughtito have a thotough
“investigation . . . as to the relationship between the FBI and the
Secret Service and the CLA in connection, not only with this matter,
. but bi matters of this kind so that we can do something worthwhile
V'in the future. He also recommended that Oswald’s and Ruby% lives
be traced from their-birth
assassinated.” '

Sen. Russell, ever suspicious of the intelligence agencies, felt that .

~a staff member “with a mgst skeptical nature, sort of a devil's,
advocate,” would analyze "'FBI andCIA reports for “every
contradiction and every soft spot . . . Just as if we were prosecuting
them, or planning ta prosecitte them . . Maybe the other fellow
cogld do it, gothraugh here and take.these reports as if we were going
-2, to’prosecute ]. Edga¥ Hoover.” - P T

» . s M e !
~ Russell, unr_mmt/y prophetic, urged: |
e 1

. I think one study should be made just’from the stahdp(;int V

. of every one of these reports, if we are ever to reconcile all of
this contradictory rumor, -the' relationiship of the'Secret

- Service and the FBI and the police department there, and
" things of that nature.. . . I hope the Commiséion will agree to
get somehman who will look for. the weakness and: possible

contmdic'.t'i'ons, and ‘study it solely from that standpoint. .

" Unless'some man devoted his whole timé on it we could shove
over a question that could be raised five or six years from now

.~ that would make us look as if we’d 5eé_fn careless. -

Warren' was still dissatisfied with the knt?wlrdge the Commission

had ‘concerning the events prior to the Kt’n‘nedy' assassination. He
remarked, for example, that “there really isn't.anything to indicate

whether or vot the FBI notified the Secret Service about any of the -

activities of Oswald” before Kennedy's arridal in Dallas. And, once
more expressing the Commission’s concern' over its credibility, he
said that “} have read in one of the papers
ig(rnngr Commission, not.onc.of them has
- experience.” . ) , = -
Ford commented that the FBI|veport “w
_interesting to read, bat it did wot have th

depth that it oughtito

have,” '~ . . :

p “EEI’Il’M@(’h reading. the FBI repori, the C

i bo'be totedly confused about the events in Da lns as they related to the

" details of the actual assassi na'h'm}, where the bullets were-fired from
"t President Keniedy, what were the angles and trajectories of the

fatal shots. ) S 1 ] .

By now, ]. Lee Rankin‘was qlready serving as ‘general counsel

*and pnrfi(ipaling_]in the executivelsession. Hebecomes a focal point of
[ the ensuing conversation. N ' s i

1
' !

B, L . v, A, f -, A
‘Mr..McCloy: I think we ought to take alook at the grounds

|

. . which said this isa
had any investigative

ns n narrative that was -

mmission showed itself

The New Republic
¢

ard sqmeb.ody ought to doit and get the picture of this ahgle
to see if it is humanly possible for him to have been hit in the
front from'a shot fired from that window. Maybe itis . . ..

Mr.-Rankin: 1 think that it-would be most helpful, before
making a trip down there, to examine all the possibilities first
and point thése out so that you would have the various things
to look at that we could think of, and all that you could think
of, before anyone went down there rather than going down
and coming back with all of those questions. o

I Mr.:M[CIo_l/;.lt’s true that evidence slips away, but I think

~ when 'thc{ bullet struck.

you're right on this. Then there’s the question, should we not
interview Connally very quickly, and the widow that’s a very
sensitive thing. I don’t think you should cross-examine her,
but after all she was a witness right alongside of her husband

e .
© Mr. Rankin: What are you going to do ‘with-the President and
Mrs. Johnson? They were there, too . . . ..
. ‘Rep. Boggs: They were not in the same-car. | - N

“down to the time [Oswald] was s

Mr. McCloy: I'think somebody ongHt to be inter;}igwinr;; Mrs.

Kennedy pretty quickly. . .1 thinkit’sa very delicate thing to
do; but I'm told she’s quite prepared to talk about it. I've talked

. 'to one of the members of the family about it ... . And if you

H V ' - ¥
- Mr. Rankin: The Chief Justice and I finally came to the
conclusion, after looking at'this report, that we might have to

.

don’t do that I think’memory might play tricks. .

The FBl—and; infrmsx'ngfy, the bureau’s abiI‘i_!y or indl)ilily, to -

produce adequately—1was- the recurrent topic of this session. After
the first experience with the FBI, Warren conceded that he had been
too optimistic 11 days earlier in proposing that the Commission

confine itself to the “‘evaluation” of FBI reports. This.is how General =~

Counsel Rankin put it to the Commissioners:

come back to you and ask for some investigative help, too, to .

look at it and see that it just doesn’t seem like they’re looking
for; things that this Commission has to look forinorder foget
the answers that it wants and it's entitled to. We thought we
might reserve the question, but’ we thought we might need
some investigative staff. -~ . ’ :

] wy = :
Sen. Russell: Initially my thought was if anything came up that
welneeded some additional information on or wanted to get
something expanded to follow up some clue we would turn it
over to the FBland tell them to clearit'up.Idon’t think we will
need to have a large staff, but two or three people to check
against certain‘instances where we might need an independ-

N

: enit inquiry . = .

sy g ) ; : el e bt
M. Rankin: There may be some situations where we can tget

aniswers, and in those' we may.need some investigdtor to get
the answers, because’it might be a tender spot. 'am sure that

the falc't that tLhe Secret Service did not have that knowledge in
order-to do anything about it. N :

“examiné-special situations, because. we might not get all we_
- needed by just going back to ‘the FBI and-other agencies
becauséd the report has so many loopholes in it. Anybody can -

- the FBl is certainly tender about the knowledge they hadand

5 o : ; ot P _
The FBI's greatest vulnerability at that point was the fact that it -

lm)l: failed to inform the Secret Service ahead of time of Oswald’s

presence in Dallas. He had returned to the Dallas area fromMexico *
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1963. ‘;ubsuym nt te shmmn) wnnl:l t:hmv that the

=g

<

y

- mine if he'wantsto .. ...,
. : i

il
Cubnn amd Sovitt visas: it clabmed later it coen had
*khowing /nm ‘visiting the two embassies!.
- CIA was nnf{a”(mq to the FBi and the FBI was not
“Secret Service or, for that matter, lo the Dallaspolice.-
immission did notknow when it studied Hie Decenber 9
s that Oswoald had written a threatening letter to the

cents from additional interviews with his Russian-born

v. EBI wgents talked to Marina after Ostwald's return from -
i M(',i’ii_ ikt inexplicably, not to him. The ldst time the bureau had
I mll\ui i iq)swnln' was in. Angust, 1963, in. N(’w Orléans, at his .
i reqiiest) aft r being arrested for causing a. disturbdnee while
{ distribyding [Teaflets of the Fair Play for Cuba CD}“)‘H”’“‘ The

v Warr JEC Jnnn:smn in fact; never knew about Oswald’s Hireats

'jxf< had destroyed it, apparently without )I't'porhnq ter
- I retrospect, the FBI's mrrnlrmbh pt'rfnmmnrr was
: 5rm suspected ab-the time; now it ldoms very suspicious

'}or with a perplexing mui nn"rfurml pohhm[ and

qu story.
R4 sell agreed with Rnnkm Hm! .‘hr FBI wouln' not bl'
itaoere not” h'nn'z'r ahouHhxsfmlurﬂ And Rnnkm went

1 Smi g

: There is also the time that Oswald was in this °
he got out and nothing was done about it until he

b agehcies are rather tender about that situation .”. . So * -
we nﬂFhk ?’vave difficulty getting anythmg and. come up*
agajnkt a »bf nk wall until we get somebody who .we can rely

lble picture first. e . . o

;1o zrlookmq the route -of the Kl'nm'dj motorcade on*

}d there. - .
. Vmsswn weni back to the FBI CIA n’lahonshm Hns'
{ tn Dulles’s intiative! . { - ey

) }ausmess, the analysxs of thos? reports

ﬁj-lavenf the CIA any contact, w:th the FBl7 '
s‘

I don’t thmk they’ll do,it because thie FBI has no

s approval.

hey gotit butJohn McCone (CIA Dnrector) knpws

Hem and he has not seen the exhlblts that we riow
;iescnbe Oswald while he was in ussia.

fcopy of this report and let him see’ |t He can see
g

him in Mexico Hurmq the se otn ddys he spent there

‘But, -

“Mpr. Dulles: 1 can make mine available.l wouldn’t wari
. wnhout approval of this Commission.

“Sen. l\um'H Thave never, been able to understand
that every -agency. acts like "it’s the sole agency

todoit

hy it is
in the

{las field offic 10 days before the assassination to .

1V [T his was revealed only in 1975, when FBI Dirictor -
oHley admitted that Oswald had written such aletter and -

n/ cvent, as the Commission recognized, Hre FBI erreil .
i not informing the Secret Service aboit Oswald, a -

| over the community. I presume. that ‘all, of the -

w- can't fell what-is liable'to happen . .
. interest t[Hw_/ kht’w this Commission umuld not ninke a.report until
reference was -to the Tz’xas School Book Dz'poszlory :

upona § who will try to work around some of the people and’
1 ;
! from where Oswald fm'rl rhe slmfc Oswnld lmd'

It We can expedlte the ClA report l know,.
! ‘gan give them, or the FBI Canlpass to them these
out Oswald being in Russia. That is going to be a *~

] o _pass these reports to anydne else w1thout this .

oj Tiw CIA knows everythmg about it. I don’t =~

‘l see no reason why we should noti: give John -

government. There is very little interchange of information
betiveen the departments in the United States Government.
The entiré view is that they are aseparate, closed department,

‘and there is no interchange of information. The Agraculture )

Depnrtment may have something that is similar tn what
7 another agency has :md yet you canl mterchange that
mformahon L . !

Mr, Dulles: lwouldn ‘twant the FBIto pass this reporlamund

that's, done Lo e . g .
G | - . . !

s Chmrnmn If there .is' no obiection Mr. Dulles will -be

aurhorned to rpake'h:s FBI report available to Mr McCone.

| the Comnmission i few dm/c carlier recommending that the five-page
:'FBI report.be’ nmrh' public. In retrospect, it appears that the FBI
'ilwmmi e pu;hr to be apprised, within too weeks of the
| -assassination the“burean’s conclusion that Oswald had acted
[ alame o that there had not-been a conspiracy. The earlier press

‘leaks by the FBI seemed to fit the same pattern. But Russell proposed .

Hml flie Camhission -advisé Katzenbacl that it did not think it
» ailvisable-to rt’lmsr the FBI report. Rep. Ford said * ‘Right,” and the
group voh'd so to inform the Justice Department.
Warren al>u‘muhoned the Commission_that-"it miight be in
-somebody’s min fo delay”.Jack Ruby’s trial, recommending that the

- Comniissioners refrain _front discussing publicly when the final

- n';lorl_.wml[d be issued—before or after the trial. He did.not explain
< his“corfcern, except to say that “We're getting into an area where we
. 1t might be to somebody’s

Hu¢ trial.is over, and to’ fmd some way.to delay the Ruby trial.”
- -The Commission kept referring to-critical material’in the press.
J For example, Rep. Boggs rewiarked that an article entitled “Seeds of
i Doubt, Qm‘srlo 15 About the Assassination” in the December 21,
l 1963 isstie tof The!New Repubhc (issues- of nmqnznws are
! postidaied_byia iveek) “raises some interesting questions.’
-Commissidn dnhdt'd over whrlhrr to m!rrvww Mrs.-Kennedy.

Mr. MrCioy:;CPn_e thm I have some doubt about is whether
yoii're going to let such § long time elapse, between the date of
.the‘ assassination and. the middle of January, before you
_mtervnew the chief ‘witness, Mrs. Kennedy. I just think it's
) golné to- lookistrange if we don’t: I don’t know who has
..mterv:ewed her. Maybe some-people have; maybe they have

, but I thirnk we. ought to sahsfy ourselves that we .

mtervww her P

I\vp Baqqs Thave talked toa Fnend of mine who told me about
. 'rndmgto the scene of the tragedy,the hospital, and he told me
what transplred in the hospnta] room, and the extent.of the
wotinds, In'fact, the President,was undoubtedly dead before
he ever arrived at the hosplml None of this appears in these
reports. Nothlng but the autopsy

1

i Mr. ‘McCloy: We have to get that fast from the one that was

. closest to hlm within-a foot of him, when the bullet struck.

T ch Bnqqs’ And Gov Con,nally and Mr ]ohnson .md the

7.« T o BE T P,

i 'g-'\'[i,' ,:

every place. If you gl@e me authorlty 1 would be w1|lm;, tosee

lnlmchan, as Hu’ lrnnsrrxpf showc Katzenbach had written

" Then the -
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“be done most informally.

.- Rep. Boggs Well, this FBI report doesn t clear it.up.

Chmrnmﬁ It doesn’t do anythmg |

: Rep. Ford: No protection responsibility. |

© Sen. 'Coop'rr "I-think ‘what the

“Secret Service agent who jumped up on the back of the car.
: i i

Sen. Russell: 1don’t think we should start informal hearings at
this stage because I don’t know that we’ll have to have a
parade of witnesses. But if one member of the Commission

- would-'want to talk to them [ think Mr. Rankjn can find that

rather quickly through the FBI td see if they have any

statement from them. 1 doubt that they have. If they have not -

it's mkhor dchmtc ,

M. Dulles! lt.would be background information uf thc Secret
Service’s relations with the FBI.

Mr. McCloy:
Kennedy.

. Sen. Russell: Twouldn’t like for the whole Commission to do it.

If somo?ne wanted to interview her that s dlfferenr I don't
think she’s the prmcnpal thness i

Rep. Ford: That's what [ was gom;, to su;,gest Someone who

knows her best and has known her for a penod of time. Itcan
i ®

Chairman: lGentlemen I don’t think we know about this thlng

yet to question witnesses in the formal way. And when you're

going to_talk to someone like Mrs. Kennedy I think we ought
to know exactly what we want to find out from her, exactly

what we have to have from her. I just can’t see that we can -
iproceed “that way {\Nllh her because it doesn’t seem .an
. honorable way.

- M. McCloy: lthmkaimonkﬁ is going to go by before you're in.

that position, and I thmk that is dangerous e

Chairman: Do you think she 1l forget, Jack'7

‘L Mr M[CIDJ Yes. Your mind plays tricks thh you. She’s got

it I\/&ry definitely.in mind now, but I don’t have that at first
f’mnd She may not be the chief witness as to who did the job.

.Shes the chief ‘'witness as to how those bullets hit her
. This is loommg up as the -

husband. She saw both of them .
nost confusing thmg that we've got

Clmmmm 1. wonder'if the report' we gelt from the Secret

E]

Service wouldn’t pretty much clear that up. If it doesn’t, good

" : Lord, what can they report.to us-on thathnH help‘us. They
" were there, right at thecar, and know exactly what happened. -

~

" Rep. Boggs. It raises a 16t of new questions in my mind.

“-Mr. McCloy: The FBI was down there. |

Mr. Dulles: Yes, but during tHe investigation ! don’t think
they have any business-around the President. :

hief ]ushcé iL saying is this,
when these reports come in, if t*here areany raw reports from
the FBI, if they have affidavits from- people that testified
about; the circumstances about what, happened._ to . the

Presndent, also the security pcople, then, . as I understand it, if -

there are any gaps in that and you feel that you should, go and
talk to Mrs. Kennedy I : b ow, 00 ;

" St'n Russrll You can ‘get a person to say anythmg and he

1 don’t think we ought to question Mrs. .
i .

.1 The New chublic

wasn’t even there, and yet he'll believe that he saw it himself. 1
think someone should ask theé nltornekl general to ask her if
she would make a statement, and if our counsel feels that we
should take the statement then some member. of the
Cqmmxssmn who knows

assume that of four or five of you that is true, should take this

statement as informally as possible, and that is about how it

should be d(mc;if we should do it at all.

Mpr. Dulles:' 1 wonder if s‘1e wouldn’t write it out, and then if

we wanted to ask qucqtmns on‘that it would be E‘ﬂbl(‘r forher.
She could take Nm(' and_jus ite out everything she could
remember.

Rep. Bn\'\» My thought wouldb hntiyouor.Allenchockwith

Ted Sorensen dbout this.

Mr. Mc Clm/ My feeling would be to go to Bobby because he
held. her hand throughout the whole thing, and I think that

.would be better than [White Hquse aide} Sorensen

Mr. Rankin: 1 think we could gent by letting her tell her story

first and arrange to visit:her abéut particular questions that
might not be covered, if that is all nght with you.

During fhe meeting, Dulhcqm’shnm’d svm‘mlmms Hu' vnlm n[

reports pmvn{u{ by Hu Soviet gove rnpu'nl ,'. !

‘Mr. Dulles: The Sovxet reports are‘entirely mcomplete They

only relate to correspondence with the embassy. There must
be'a great many reports that they have, you know, from hi
diary andiso forth-and so on. Whether the State Departmen
wants to ask the Russians fot any other material regarding
him during his stay in Russia, it seems to me we ought to give

thein a chance to come forward on that. If they réfuse us, and,
“they probably will, then we publish thesediaries, and so on, it

will show that a gredt deal went on between the Soviet
Government and us; only known in Russia, not arouind here.

Oswall’s Imgfln/ diary had bm en found by the FBI shortly after

the assassination; but it had nof been made public at the time the
Wnrn i Coinmission was meeting in: January. Dulles's reference to
“a great deal”"that went on betweeni the Soviet government.and the

US is unclear. It is not likely that he was referring merely to -
t Wnshmqions request. to the Soviet Foreign MHHSH’J for:
Ira(quuund information - concerning Oswald’s . stay in Russia

between 1959 and 1962. Tt remains wiknown what, if any, other

) mm‘a its there had been br!wmn ‘the hwo governments mnrrnung

L |
s Thc’Commlssxon Meetmg of ]anuary Z] 1964

jail),! ttsfnn[nshr

) TV: Comnnssmn also fel! uneasy about its limited m[nrnm!mn'
about Jack Ruby’s background. Although the final report has a
Inoqmplnmlsz'r!mn on Ruby, it is-clear 11 years later that itis full

of gaps, pnrhmlurl y concerning his criminal record: Presciently,

_Rep. {Boggs said: “There is still little on Husfellaw Ruby, including -

his mnm’mvnis what he was doing, how he got.in there [the Dallns
." Or Boggs again, “One of the keys in this
case 15 Rubv s LT - - TR

[ !

|

Thw' was the Camnncsmn s first mm'lmq of the new y Jz’m" Hu' [:rsf

since, December 16. The Comtmission was now [MHJ staffed, and -

‘Warren, cagain optimistic, told his colleagues that “progress can be
expe ched rm:onnb[/ rapidly:” But this January weeting was also the

timeithe Commission was faced with the dilemma of whether to speed
up Hu' pubhmlmn of the report bcmusr of the mmpmqn year or hold
i 1

T
I8
B
&

rs. Kennedy better than 1do, and [’
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never, inifornied aboul this consideration at the time. Nor wkre they
_ told thgt Warrenlset a secret target date to compléte the investfation,

if po .:"'7 ; lufo: the Democratic and Republican Conventions.

A"di.-t wain, the FB] (mm’s in for sharp l‘rmnsm :

| :&t se(%med tome thatoneof theimportant thmgs in

. our mvhs,txgah n is to be able to trace every dollar that we can
in thie Em.q ssnon of Oswald andievery dollar that. he spent,
1s

W

don’t know where his money came from..There is

order to make our report complete, we ought to

on Aind every dollar that he spent, and we have tiken

p the Treasury and they have assigned twolof their
veshgntors to run that matter down 5 s

-

Tt . o

thmk ought to be checked thoroughly *

r;, ; He pa:d his taxes. : . . ,-}

t:'\nd he did pay back the loan that they gave him
Ru’ésm to come back to the United States..
ar
0 the United States with hlis wife in 1962.].

rmsz'd h fueshon of when the Conmnssmns rrparl could be
“complefeil’ |2
Chmrlrﬁ tentlemen it is rather early From the work that

when' v

early
quml

_thin %;11 Y because thmgs @an drﬂg on if ?lou don’t have a
ar;,ett . L .’ sl
M. 1\1'5 01 thmk that we could plan very: dehmtely on.

, closing

;,certaxd i

are, lar

Clt.y]ﬂ‘ 3

§bt

thahwsll t4)

i %uld close. this mattef out, but.1 think it is not too
s to 'start thmkmg aboht when we aﬂttcnpate

3" |
fthls phould go along tdo Farand get intd the mxddle
ni year thatit would be very bad for the country to' a

hing discussed at that particular time.”: . .

e, I don’t know:
; ught lfwe should pick a date, say the fxrst ofJune as
: L& to finish this thing up and have our réport ready

S

n}e, and 1 was: thinking about trying to .have

s consideraton by, well, by’ tihe middle &f May,
ay you had 3. report. T ... } .

tches in the Soviet Russia’ permd, and in Mexnco

ing.the outcome of Jack Ruby’s tripl. Anhrim[tc were

'es there i is, but a lot of blind spots.in th.1t tuo )

‘other hand, if we were ready today we couldn’t put
ut because of the Ruby sntuatl n, and how l‘ong. I

v‘done so.we could have a proposed report for the’

foreign.area is'a very difficult one: because there

any affluence or anything of that kind, but I -

’ gl There isa pretty good list already on page 35’ 0‘:,,-
the EBL L, x

. AN
C/mi}*fn_'\ ;
(Allen, th

L [ The.
aftment had loaned Oswald the necessary funds to; -

zissinq Oswn[d's ]inanrial sfhfus mdi hstrizin‘g/!o A [Il'n' »

. SLH Coo;ur You

1
. Mr.
-purpose That is prwately " -

v .

10

- -

-totun them out d1y by day.md hour by hour totry toaccount

for it.

‘If we hit somothlng that we have to go a long way to try to
get the rest of xt then. we dqn’t know what will be involved
there.

-

5(';1( Russell: Has Ruby’s case been set for trial yet?

) Mr Rankin: Well, tenmnvely, they have talked about the
IFcbruaryl 10th .

Sen. Russell: ‘Do you hnve any |de1 how lon;, iy il ke o
Feonclude that? 7

-

) M. l\nnkm They also said in‘the news accounttoday . . . to
try fora contmuance su I'don’t know what they are up to but

we all dgreed. that, the smartest thing they could do in
defending their client was to get him to trial quickly, but we

are’ n(vt trym;, tho case.

'qu I\nw Al That time, iy hnve pa’ssed now .

rlon t mtend 10 set a target date publicly?

Rankin: I was thmkmg for the Commission’s

S(H Coo;nr They cpuld have the Ruby trial postponed
: Mr

Rankin: N l thou;,ht we could just see what ynur -
thmklng was; and it seemed like it was wise to try to get out of
the way of the cqmvenhons if we could:

" Sen. Russell: lsee[no objection tota tentntlve date. I wouldn't
- want to be bpund too tightly by it because you never know

.where we-will he with respect to it

‘Rzp‘ Ford: That m{ay be pushihg it abit, but I thinkitis good to
hnveapush ! « Tz © E

ik .
e

- C/lmrmnn 1"3( mé’prei‘sure or us to get something done .

e already and from the materials we haye tosdy ~ - .

% we could work toward it, that it would be a good

p on _all of the areas except the forelgn area by a ™

idd trying for a date, possibly the flrst of]une, that

files. He ddde

" itmportance,”
iy zbhnf is lcscnt

. individual:Co
" for witnesses to appear before orie or two. Commissioners and staff,

i‘l\l}? Fnrd If

.. Chmrmnu -V
'll\lp anf }

- assignment, | think it would be good, but torhave it officially

thel Commission that it would take the mepthers 30
idd-digest | the raw material alveady accumulated in the
I that tfn[[ necessary information were available, the
staff could do* ‘Guite a job” ofpu.‘tmq it together in 45 days. Dnllvs
remarked - that about two-thirds ‘of .the material was of “no
ut the Cominission should rely on Hu'sin[[lo;ntl\ aut‘
ial fromi the niags of material —* ‘it isas high as this
room now.”. He said “we can browSA around if we have time.”

¢ With the (mmfuscmn mns[mttly» worried about ¢riticism, Ford -
-suggested, indffect, that there be no publicity given_to the identity of
nindgsioners intervicwing witnesses. The system was

: I\mxk_in toly
ilays to read o

rather than the fu/[ Camnucsmn in most instances, lo save Fime.

ther’e was an area of criticism, one mlght shnre
the blanre’ ‘anff others wouldn’ t; dnd whether we do a good job’
or not' is dcpcndent upon all of Us Putting our name on that

) dottcd Ime w,{h full and complete responsnhlhty

ytrue ! s

t were informal wnd not as'a part of a specific

known ‘that Hale or 1 were the person’ responsible for-a
partictlar part it 'might lead to some Criticism or perh.\ps to
dwecnemn or anythm;, else, and: [—

Chnmymn Or eve 1!0 hnmsemcnt by poople on the outblde h

i
|

sah,
|

l

b




" really did happen’

.

20

I

o Such was+the Comniissiopers” concern ove r possible criticism that

they decided to keep some m/nrnmlmn concerning inte rraqn!mm
secrel cven from. the staff.

Rep. Ford: You. are right. Somehow these things. might leak
and somebody could be criticized within the group. This
would be my only off-the-top- Of my- head thought on it.

Chairman: I think you are n;,ht and Isee noreason why, iFwe
* decided to do thnt .whatever we decided to do I see no reason *-
why it should ever get out of this roonl, even to our staff,
tlmre is no need of the staff knnwm;, that that is the situation.

o

© Rep. an{~ Yes .

Aunother question the Cmnmm[on found perplexing was that of
Kenneady'swomds. The Cnmnmszmu rs were faced with conflicting
information in ilifferent reports. This, of course, was amatker that
would be vepeatedly rmsul ]n/Hu' report’s critics in the years to conie.

"Mr. McCloy: Let's fmd out about these wounds, it is )ust as
confusing now as could be. It leff my mind muddy as to what
.'Why didn’t they turn the body over,
who turned the body over; who were the people up there, and
~why did the FBI report come out with something which isn’t
consistent with the autopsy when we finally see the autopsy?
» Then talk to the head of the FBI and not Mr. Hoover, but,
the fellow who headed this investigation, and go in, what did
_youido, what is all this talk about your having no liaison with
the Secret Servnce Ypu did have an interview or at least you.
- located thns man two or three weeks before the assassination?- -
- Didii’t you'pass this on to.the Secret Service, whydxdn tyouif
-you didn’t; and how about this business of the 0\'/erpass7 Did -
you have Secret Servme men on the overpass? It was
obvmuslv a place fo hhve somebody, because you can drop a
bomb right over it. Well, apparently it turns out they dldn t
have, for God’s sake why didn’t you? ;

R(’p Boggs:'1 notice, in the overpass it never even getsinto it.

Mr M(Chn/ How about the relationship, well, how about the-
Mrs. Kennedy lnvesn;,ahon7 We haven’ tdecldeld yet whodid
that. I

Sen.

|
Chmrnmn

Riussell: Hasn't that testxmony been taken yet?.

No, we. have- never ‘bothered Mrs Kennedy,

- ('Senator. " _ “ ! o

1 & 1
M. MrClm/ I think we have got to at some pom’t sit downand

talk.with her not- \A}lfh regard to the sworn tqshmony.
h :
Mr. Du”u You haven t talked toConnallyor Mrs Connally7

Mr. McCloy: Do we talk to-Mrs. Osald and 1 hat is this we
* see in the newspaper about Mrs. Osvald being examined by
the Commission?, . -

Mr. l\nnl\m We are planmn;, to examine her
o

Tlu' Conn‘nission'ls next concern was a visit fo D llas. T/u’ pnm‘l
- had beenin existence for over six weeks, but it had Ttot yet inspected |
the scene of the crime. The disciission on this pomfwns baffling. The
eight top-notch lawyers in the room—thé seven Commissioners and
the general counsel—could not decide whether they were in danger nf
“being subpoenaed by Texas authorities| This was one episode in
which the work of Hn' Cmnnussmn verged on the nlr:urd N

Mr. MﬁC]oy About v15|hng the scdne of the crime..1 thmk

The New Republic

) . .
- sooner.or fater one of us or all of us ought to go down there

- Mr Rankin! We have executive privilege. -

i

and visit it in spite of thc very gmphlc and interesting

i exhibits. ;

“Sei.

Sen. Russell: No, sir, I don’t think so. S

Mr. Rankin: We are being asked for all kinds of evidence by

Ruby’s defense counsel and I think-if we go down there, we -

might all be subpoenaed. 1y

Myr. McCloy: Shp a subpoena on us. | )
Mr. Rankin: Subpoena duces tecum and then what do we do.

Mr. Dulles: We have n
Commission, do we?’

Russell: 'We do have executive immunity, we are a
presidential Commission, which is the hl),h(‘St we can have.

immunity in-our capacity as a

Mr. Dulles: If we could get into subpoena wé would be in
great trnuble I don't think we could.

“Sen. Russell: 1don’t think we could. Idon’ t think we aresubject

to any subpoena. ¢ ) I

Sen. Cooper: You don’t think we are? . |

C/mmmm You dan think we are sub;ect to subpoenn7

Sen. I\um'll I don't believe ydu can subpoena this Commls-
sion to producq any paper Wwe have:

) Chairman: | don’t think we ou;.,ht to produce anythlng

'

Sen. Russell: We have execulive pnvnlege. If we don't have
executive privilege as appointees of the President, to do a

. specific performance; a specific job fbr him, I don’t know how

- you create executive privilege .

s talkm;, about an entirely different thing from whether or. .

- I'wouldn’t go down there
with the bands playing and the colors flying just now but that

- not you’ ‘re! sub)ect to the subpoena.

. queéstion and’you ought to have the same kind of ev:dence L

i

Rep, Boggs: 1 thmk if we go, the whole Commission has got to
go, I .think for one man to go down there would be unfair to

the one man and unfair to the other members of - the

Commlssmn as well.- P
Ifa determmahon is made to go there then I think the whole

Commnssnoh has got to go. . . : ) b

Mr. Rnnkm: I think it is very importarit if anybody goes you
all go, becaise you are going to be passing upon this whole .

before you'when you get there~ .. .. ) !,
‘ . 1.

Chairman: i I agree with you that they have no{rxf;ht to -
subpoena our records or get any of them. We could prevcnt

-that all nght But they could, serve a subpoena on us.

Sen. Russ: 11: That is correct. - .

Chmrmnn:j_They could embarraéé us tremendously”. .
discussed that very thoroughly about the testimony of, M¥s.

Oswald, and it was first thought we ohght to takée the

téstimony down there, but it occurred to me that there might

- bé a lot:of complications if we go down there, and we should

"“woman, thh her babxes and if she comes she has got to come

work it out with her attorneys to bring her up here and doiit in
quiet right in this room, right in this room with no fanfare or
anything else about it. I was wondering about this: |f that little

2 We
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and bring hpr{babnes with her, gées on a commercial airplane, room. He thew undertook to explain where the Commission stood in

she Willibe/subjected to flashbulbs and 4verythin;ﬁ, and’she ~ regard to the FBI. .
will b?:?;“, ;ér assed and maybe she will bé made hostile, and 1 - h :

Mr. Rankin: We would by now have al! kinds of requests to
. difect to the FBl'and'the'other agencies in detail of additional

atlif 'we were to ask the Arr'hed.Forcés if. they

; d l ;= : . : © ..+ material we need to fill out these various holes and we were
v lvlldon't think'that would be the slightest difficulty - getting down to this point where we got this additional
] ip here in one of these Jet Stars in a couple'of hours = - supplemental material and I didn’t want to go back to the FBI
trom downYthere . . . . ) © andsay to them, “Where is this matter about Mrs, Paine, for
= P !; f{ . . - i » e, . .
oA ortg Hiscussion ensued over Marina Oswald’s plans to sell her }?:;Th:‘t(:r}::L'ChSnd S;;d:h“ :!f"e'“. an a'ddmonall mqu’:y",\‘;ﬁd
story {oiLitemagazine. Warren said that her lawyer should let the =+ """ v said, well, thatis alkin your supplement. 'y
WAL F S sipp s e = Db orimier - dON’t you read what wé give you, and you would really be in a
Comni trb;?xnspvd the story before “this thing goes to the printer, bad spot if we.did that and it would make our rolath
amd I’rﬁ'},’l?]zﬂawycr had agreed to it. In fact, he said, Hie first.50 ~ P3C SP ST axe our relations
saees bbrb bhin translated from Hep Russian A dxfflcult and make it hard for us to get the other material if we
; pages e 8 trad ‘ o i - ndeded it later.. o ) )
P Sens Rl Her att is not cc ial-minded,'ishe? If " . ” . A e
i hlc wasﬁx 1 u‘;; ;a;r:syhl:'iz(;w?::t:;]c;:h‘:::;r; f”l-zt ;eat - Sen. Russell: That7is what you are for, Mr: Rankin, you are
the ClomMmiksion. Because the story-would sell three fimesas - suPposg,d to know what is in all those ‘thmgs and aveid our
m i belor the report is made a R o ~ ,being embarrgssed by asking such a thing . . . ) )
: B — tow‘ialt until'the & ori s m\d;: - Mr Rankin: -TH’eh, we can let you see the type ‘of additional
. e e e PRIE 1S mage, 5 jinqiiiries we are;making to'the FBI and the Secret Service and
*have examined it and have had an opportunity to”, i’ 0 Body-alss.. | That will giu RS
{imony' T N jeverybody-else. . T at will give you a really gos)d picture
SRR A . along with l’l’\e|4;yhopsis you have as to what we tKink/might
: He js still peddling this thing? ° . ~» * . ~ !be some further guidance in this further picture . . . ;
: . : i v ’ = - e Mmoo v . Py,
i Oh, yes .. ... oy . , i ’V The problem (1 fingerprints on Oswald’s gun and other objects
o ) : N <2 [ thenséame iip, am several members'suggested Hrat it would belwise to
= U 5 . . . el L ¥ X & . o ety . . -
Mr.t A i CE) .'St:]t. “;l;];lht d[e[VEIOPDmt? ?_ m.OVl‘i' l}t_ut .:hin. a,li(l}:n‘; have independent experts provide their findings in mMmmJ ‘to the
contact withithis fellow [Isaac Don] Levine to try to break-the 7 v . -

: ¢ .. FBI's report. L
' story |up’in ey ‘ |

’a little more graphic manner’and tié it into the -
Russiart bix

P :
iness, and it is with the thought and background. - Sen. Russell: lkh'ave a great confidence in the FBI. | n‘m not

| ofaRu onnection conspiracy concept . . . . .. .. making any statements in any sense to challenge their ability.
ok <, B b § 0 "1 have great canfidence in .them and I realize all over the
§ The issioners spent some time wondering about the .- 5 07 § y B 3 . h ol ¢
f}i}xrlia % country as a whole when they get down to the question o

firious lawyers representing or purporting o represent |

Y ballistics, for !example, when the!states have exhhusted
imily. DR i T

I;hr‘(i)s . ;- . : i I .. . " themselves they ask the FBI to make a Study of it. But it seems

‘But there are so many lawyers brought into it. . to me that the| FBI itself would be glad t(T have that done

She. [{\/a T éi] has lawyers in Texas and didnt employ  because ~t’her.e i§| going to be unquestionablylin the yeaL’s that

1 New York. - ’ o Fe T et -"... are.ahead, maybe .perha; s months, there will be sd many
% .

QPN 4 R L X - : -1 Questi aised, that it would be desirable to h doubl
Mr. Raskibi:Well, there is Mark Lane who .. .isin the agenda g;::;mns My e 1 e toiave 8 Hpuible

. W E ; made on,matters off that-kind that are capable of being
hére - representing Oswald, the de]cedent before the- | - . e o

e B g - .linvestigated by another competent gr

Com ion:and Mr. Thorne told me tha&hgcame toMarina /mv it vy_1 { ‘ e ‘;e . f; Q.‘{p i
- Oswaldjt 154, and ‘Mr. Thorne and asked: if hé couldn’t_ |Chairmpah: But e can'find these peoplé who are thoroughly ~.
l‘e’pr"esL'r“ He decedent on her behalf and she tur;nefi Him- !independent, too, of the FBL,. .- o Ph

down, |sh ‘t want t of him. e b, 8% v oiiow [0 2 5 A | B " I
gellt g (ﬁn WT" any paxf ot hio. £ . iy SemeRussell:1don't think that is a matter that we ought to go
st kthink she was wise fromwhat I hearabout Mr. | out-and discusg. We ought to perhaps not even refer to it

7 i b s e i, 4 along thejline, but Have it quietly in reserve . . ...

Mr.
. Lfane.
PR Lo - ) e : o -l
Mr. Ryrkih: “Then he went to Marguerite, the mothT'and " ‘Mr. Dulles:*About the visual aids . .. Do the FBI and the -
persuadtﬂd}) . But apparently she didn't, éee'k' him out. ... Secret Service and maybre the police of Texas agree on these
Gen. Rl 3 ' Lod ’ " - modeéls and so forth and the various visual aids you havegiven

He was down soliciting business . . . .-

e L d. us here, ‘or is this just th{‘e FBI7 )
Then thel Commissioners went back to their secret target date, - -~ - . ‘- o . N
“‘ i xsish'nlv.‘/!' j K not be known publicly, Warren, r'espa;gding; lo- Mr. Rmx.lcm: Ju"st'the_FBl and th_e Secret Service is different
“Ford's ‘iery hout their timetable:. said. that June 1 was the'¥  on the d'StanCFfj' “f‘d I h“."“?]r,e“d)" put that up to them and
. Yentativeifargel date.”” And McCloy addz:d:[”No[,‘-lo be given out. asked \tl?.em éb(?u.f' LT I N "
~ That iq fus dithin the confines of this room.".{_D iscuss ':"3! the: “This was a refm’nrr fo aulisagreement between the FBI nnd the
procedurey Werren said that counsel should examine the witnesses - " Secret . Service concerning | the distance between. Oswald and -
u .}f”" i 1ere as near I”"f’ judges as the situation will per- *President Kennedy’s car — and the speed of the car— at fh precise
it . . . * L . -~ moment the bulldts were fired.. | - ' :
“Rankin i foymed the Commission that the FBI had just provided SE s . .
o al recondtrctin of the crime scene with ‘photographs and actual " Rep. Boggs: What is really significant is whether the man lived
= models, |hgolndispent “a considerable sum of money” on*it. The  or died. If the cdr speeded up he probably would still Be alive
. exhibit viél hitig kept in the Commission’s biilding in-n locked . today . . .. i 3| B B 7
‘ e e : ol L
' 7 , il }: i i ) ; i .
Y ! A E > . 't | oot 7_




el

- Chairman: ...
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The Commission’s relations with the press were a mntmumq

anxiety. Warren remarked, for example, that netwosmen “badgrr the

Hife out of M. I\nnl\m

"-Rep. Boggs: A.man who is in pubhc life, and who has to be
elected to office, he can afford to Kave press pets because he
knows pretty well'who is gmng to help him and ‘whois going-
to be cutting his throat. B 1t a Commission can’t do it, a
presidential Commission. They have got to,deal it out with
the same spdon to everyone ‘without regard to their relations
with them .

" Rep. Ford: Would it be wise to borroyv'somebody from the

burcau or the CIA who handles their busmess in this way?

‘Rep Boggs: . . . 1think it xmpormnt for the pubhc toknow'that
the Commxssnon is active and is doing things:. It doesn’t
necessarily mean they should know what we are -doing, but in
my judgment it would be a mistake if all of a sydden the
- Commission dnsappeared out of the news totally and
completely . .

If we have an uhderstanding today‘that, of
.course we are not seeking publicity but bearing in mind that
certmn questions will of necesmtv have to be answered .

Onr(' more, the Commission Iurm'd to thedelicate question of lmw

Mre Kennedy should be nppronrlud ) ) !

T Mr. MrC[n_/ CIf somebody from the Commission, and 1
“had you in mmd Mr. Chief Justice, would call:on her, at a
g certain time, but in order to-sort of- ease it for her could you
" just give him a little ahead of time what the general line of
questioning would be so she ¢ould be thinking about it a'little
bit:. .1 wouldlrke to speak off the record a mmute in regard
ito thxs matter. - i

i “The: dxsrussmn was off the record. Af this pomi the official »
rvporh'r 5Fo;7pm' mkmg notes. .

Sl Rep. Baqgs .In the case of the widow of the Iate Presxdent

~ and-in the case of the President and Chis”

wife, that the.

.J - Commission authorize its Chalrman

. to take whatever !

| steps he deems advisable: to get whatever teshmony may be
l pertment from those people e i 4
, :

- Ten pages o[ tmnsmp[ of Hu' ]nnunr_/ 27 mreimq /mvc béen
removed at this point and rlnssxfled unlhaut explmmfwn bj the
Natiorial Archives. ’
The grisly sub;e(‘! of Lee Oswalds remiins was next on the
£y " Commission’s agenda. Th(’fnml report did noislxow that this matter '
was cven dlsruccmi : . . i o

A |

R Chmrnmn . Now ' that the dituation is that this ‘maniis -
buried in a cemetery and it takps of icers around the clock|to

© . watch him, watch and see that hey ont comeinand exhume

s *him and do something that would fy rtherinj ‘re the country,

" and so it "has been suggested that. \to sav .expense . tHey

exhume him andcrematehxm Butt emotherhasmadeso e

studymg the Catholic rehglon, iand while she hasn’t yet
accepted it, she does go’ tq two Cathollc churches, and the
Catholic ‘church; Lthink we all know, is opposed on religious
grounds to cremation, and 1 thlnk if we gave any consent to
}ny]one cremahng this man, lwé woluld be in trouble .The~

By public statements about ‘that and said ﬁhe doesn’t care how
gt much it ‘costs or what it is, she )ust won’t ‘consent to is
. cremation. L

} .+ 1 His wife, since she has come’over to this'country; has been
W

: . . : ; The New Rvpublu

queshon might arise before this thing as to something on that
body now. Idon’t know what it is. It might be the course of the

bullet. It might be something else. But I don’t think we would - -

want that dxsposed of until'our report has- been‘ made .

i
51 1. Russell: Because then they would make'a case on it./1
thought we might do this. | thought we mrght get some
mausoleum to take this body, and seal it up and put it in the
mausoleum, unknown to anybody else, if they qah do that,
and no one would know where it wa's, the wife would consent
toit, I think, and the: mother hasn’t got anythmg to say about
itanyway if the wife' consen}s toit,and Iwould have that done

¢

rather than to dig up or crefnate thatbody We miight getinto -

a ;,rcat reh).,mns controversy 5
N

Rep. Boggs: T'am a little concerhed about maving him. You

remember when;, it is funny how history repeats itself, butall. .

-the controverSy ‘about the body ultimately of Lm?oln

Sen. Russell: 1 believerit is better to have somebody paymg for
watching that grave a little while longer. " i

e
Mr. McCloy: 1don’ tthinkwe ought to have on the record that

.weare moving in this thing. We are not saying anything about

it.

~ Sen. Russell: If the wife is not willing to have him
quesnon of watchmg, to prevent'some body sn
removing him.,” . S

Rep: Boggs: 1f'you move that body, I don't care
that body 20 foot over to somewhere élse someh
to say that is not the body and you are going to
somebody go down there and pull it out of that
and have X-rays made and prove it is his body. ]
little money to have acopor two around there by
it o, d A o

i
Sm. COO}H’)’.“.,. . the lot is owned by his mother,
and he doesn’t know whether she would wint
there trying to strengthen the vault. Of course
. do anything about it, unless his wife agreed toit j
“butitis bemg protected by the city pohce and the
how lony,, xt is gomg to be protected

tcher from

ody is going
have to haye
mausoleum
t may cost a
tit is worth
e .

i

he wouldn't

don’tknow

The: Commzcswn spent some time dlsrussmg wlu'.‘

“ placed in the National Archives,

Chmrmmt It may be ‘that there are some of tthe thmgs that
t and would -

we would like to use as.an exhibit for our repor
like to put-xn the Archives over here.

Sen. Russz'll That is exactly what T hdd il mmd

I thmk the

more of. these things that are kept in the public domain the

better off w are .
. they arei there is the evndence you can'see them,

. If thiey are in the public domain, there

for example,

f you move

1
Marguerite,.’
anybody in ;

) her. Oswnld s
" personal vffrr!s should be returned to his, mo!her at qnn‘ Inh'r or-

denymg’thns is the same gun, if you have that gun, the gyn is

.in the public domain where any Amerrcan citizen ¢an see it

why that answers ltself
\ :
Chmrmml I'would never glve them the gun.

Rep. Boqqa I would never thmk of Lrvmg ittot

hem

moveditisa

eing moved, -

Chmrn iz T will tell you what they! mu,ht have in view. How

many irhcles are there, Lee?

Mr Rnnkm Four hundred

k:
P :
, :
o
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The Commissioners amld I\nnI\m then bogged down again in the
subject of whether the Commission should prevent Marina Ostodld
from selling her life story befori the Commissionershad a chanee fo
study it. The conclusion was that Mrs. Oswald was free tosell it at '
any Inm' Rankin, who had read {mrt; of it, Iold the Commission -

that “it doesn’t add anything.”

- Warren informed the group that he had to take the six o’clock

* plane to New York “because 1 hate to'escort Quicen Frederika [of
Greeeel to a dinner” and did not want to mn}nu! ‘Iese majeste.” As -
the conversation droned on, McCloy, returning to Marina
Oswald’s dmh/, reported that he had heard from Lifeshagazine that

“she was going to put evidence in this thi ing that she was a Soviet

agent.” Sen. Russell mnnm‘nlu[ T/m] wtll blow the lid if she

. * testifies to that.” -

: Then the Commiission burned to mqmrm In/ Hu'Anu rican Civil
. Libertics . Unmu about access .‘n Mnrhm Oswald.

Mrs. Oswald to sce if she was being restramcd unconstitu-
tionally of herliberty'. . 'ILhey wanted to seé her personally,
and I don't think we could afford tohave a great issue made of
that. . .1 think we “ought to try to make arrangements.to let
" someone see her and talk to her and maybe W candoitat the
time of her testimony here & R )

Sen. Russéll: 1 don’t think they have a right to invade her
privacy if she doesn’t want to talk to them. She has got her
own lawyer aes don't kn_ow that we have her in our
‘custody ... )

"t Mr. Rankin: We do have a little problem because the Secret
Service came to us :md said, * Shall we qunt our surveillance

P over her?” . i e
| . ; .
f
1

lbm Russell: Oh,.no, we cnﬁ t do that .'- i y
|

L Mr. I\nnkm I sald we can’t do that because she would slnp

“right across the border and be gone, and if 1t got down tothat

© issue, I suppose they would. 52y we told them to stay there,

blame it on-us.. ; | ~

L Again, fhe Comnuccmn fmmd itsélf ina rqnﬂtd with Tz’ms The
; " Dallas_district attorney and Ruby 1nwyt’r>, as Warren put:it,
e “demanded that e give them ever ything we hnvr . they wrotea
' Jjury argument fo support x! Tln'n as’if furn’('d ou! Hu' FBI was

part of this pmbh’mr tob. | '
- Se. Russell: The EB] and Secret Servnce |f they can]xhgate it

* ot of them, let them have it., : .:I* . -

Cliairman: The trouble is we are'in a little blnd there because
-the FBI has written to these people and has said, “Now we are
perfectly willing for you to have anythmyi that the Commis-
sion says you might have.” .Thatis what you might expect
they are passing the Puck

The Commission voléd to rm'zlrs the Texas lnw yers-it could not
“‘comply with the request, but Warrdn said thata letter also'had to be
sent to FBI Dm'riorHoovt'rwlm ‘has put us ima bind.{ The FBI, as
mentioned above, had falﬂ the Texag anthorities and Ruby’s lawyers
that they could have' all the burtau’s materidls if- the Warren

- Commission.agreed. The Camnns)smn apparently saw it as another:
FBI gttempt to disseminate its (anclucwns Wnrrfn put it strongly
in his It’Hl’)’ to Hoover: . ) ’

”The Commlssnon has authonzed me to advise you andi
other Federal agencies that it will not respond favorably to.
such requests and that it wxll not urge you or them to make

. Chairman: In a newspaper utom [the ACLU] demanded tosee

. " The New R(-p‘ubﬁc

any deviation from your own judgment of what is required of
your agency by law . ..

"By thei, the Commission hm{ seen enough of the problenss
involving Us intelligence agencies to take the view that they needed
ove rlmulmq The Commission had already sent a letter to the Secret
Service requesting fheir recommendations for future coordination
anong the agencies for the protection of Presidents.

Chairman: Now, we were asking the Commission now

whether we should ask for similarinformation from the other '
agencies because we have the problem that is involved in this .

whole thing of pooling information that comes. to ‘the
attention of; one intelligence agency.

For example, the FBI's information about Oswald that was

not communicateéd to the Secret Service so they could put it

into_their special place, their research place that they cduld - -

have and which they check out when they go from oneplace
to another.
. Now, apparently there is the considerable problem about

‘that information. being brought to the attention of various
agencies that would have an interest in it, and the question of

where it cah be pooled. There is on the other side of the coin
the question of whether or not the other agency is entitled,

this, confidential information to which some of the agencies
say, “Well, we couldn’t give any information of some of our
activities because our people would be killed immeédiately if
that agency got the information.” - g

Of course, each one claims that it is the securq agency and
the okhet oné can't be trusted with anything.

Mr. Du”vc I heard that before.

Mr. Rankin: 50 we think for you to evaluate this whole thmg .

first, you have the problem of what was done at the time in
regard to protecting the President. We have the problem of
what they did . . . with relation to their own standards and so
forth at the time, and:there is’ .1 considerable problem in lhat
area. . i

Then it is ‘what they are try‘mg to do now to improve their

‘

procedures ‘and what might be done. by'this Commission in -

suggesting action that couldlmprove the whole set-up. There
isnt ‘any question but 'what we are spending a tremendous

amount of money in the government for accumulating all -

kinds |of information. But whether it gets the place that it
should for the most effective means is, one of the things |

think ithis Commission isigoing to des:re to say something

about. At'least we want to present it toyou foryourattenhon
and see whar you want to do about it.

Rep. Fnrd The immediate problem then is whether we are
going to ask them to tell us, one, what they did prior to, and

. now what are thcy anticipating they will dointhe future. i %

“Mr. Dul[('s I haven't seen anythmg fmm the Texas po-
lice . L. s i

o ‘; .
The Commnssxon Meetmg of January 22, 1964

Thts was a secret meeking of the Cmunnssmn called on an urgent

-basis by Chicf Justice Warren, to ddvise the Comnumonrrﬂhn! the
attorney general of Texas had information sxtqg'4§!1nq that Lee

Harvey Qswald might have been acting as an undercover FBI

N nqml. The : ameeting, held from 5:30 pm to 7ipm. at the Com-

-nxxs>:orxs Iwndqunrlrrs, was not publicized.. The mnmh’e of this
[

1 . LI N 1
i . :

"has sufficient security or its people are safe enough to give - .

Foe
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e nn! lxs]uf in the official ““Inventory a[lhr Records of the | .
Cmnnnsﬂnn on the Assassination of {’r{'su{vn! Kennedy™ !

issued iy W National Archives in Washington in 1973. Marion

M. Johnst rj; the rushnhmr of the Kepmedy rrror‘,{s at.the Archives,

session

‘told The New Repubhc that'the minutes of the January 22,1964,

5'1’551'17)1 10
"lﬁ-[uu U

of l}md in the “Inventory” Immusf they had not been
'whm the catalogue was bz'mg compiled in.19.73. The

: Arrluv ;dul' nqt explain how the minutes toere subsequently - .

-was reppe m’d in September, 1975 when Waggoner Carr,

dxc(avr,m they were declassified, however, on March 14, 1975.
The qui lrf}}vflluc transcript is especially poor, with words missing
occasiona 11} others isspelled, and the identity of speakers not
n[wnvsA dleatly indicaled.

When V\larrz'n summoned Hhe Commxssmn for the emergency
meeting, heoas appah’n![u unaware that earlier pub]xshrd reports
had hmn\illlml Oswhld may have h’rm' connections with Te FBI.
The (jo hmtission would conclude in its final report thht these
allega mszpvn'n'xsprmu’d{o its satisfaction. But this whole question
who had
torm'y general of Texas in 1963-64, charged ‘that the

served as

Commss ok failed to meet his request that a check be conducted on -

all thelF AmiCIA agents, informants and “spies” who were in the

‘Dallag ar m’xmmedmh’lv before President Kennedy's assassnmhon

Carr's|chints rges in 1975 served to spotlight the strange anddifficult”
relatiohshipy between the Warren Commission and FBI Director
Hoove i iﬁﬂdughoul the investigation of President Kennedy's death:

The Confmxcsmners were so stunned by the irformation given -

them ”C!jq January 22, 1964 session that Allen Dulles, the
formert GIA director, pmposz’d that the minutes of this meeting be

U

destroged? i

* Chair n/{:x,fi called this meeting of the Commlssxon because of
" somethi

g’that developed today that I thought every.member
flommlsslon should have knowledge of, something

of th

that )Q Ehouldnt hear from the public before you had an -

x'ty to think about it. I'will just have Mr. Rankm tell

_you t,:e t()ry from the begmnmg
Mr. : Mr. Waggoner Carr . ca]ledv me at 11:10 this
morn) and~ said that the word had come out, he wanted to

get'it ko me at the first moment, that Oswald was actingasan

FBI u derlcover ‘agent, and that they had the information of
his b ge which was given as number 179,[and that he was
being| péld $200 a month from September of, 1962 up through

25

when the payments started. Wade said he as well as him did
not know the name of the informant but he could guess whoit
was, that it was given to his assistant, and he was sure that he

-knew, and he said Ke was trymg to check it out to get more”
- definite-information.

Carr said that he could bring Wade in some time the first of

‘*tbé week, but in light of-the fact that it was this man of the

different stories about this being the case. .
" -first time that he got something definite as to how they were

press and that they did not-think it would be broken by the
press immediately,”although- there had been all kinds of
stories down there but Cafr said there were some 25 to 40
) . but this was the

" handling it or how it could be handled by himself. But | was

- he brought Wade back on Monday or Tuesday, that that -
- would still take care'of any major'problem. When he first told

: 5: ", Conpu' In th
for this fellow who ¢laims to represent .

concerned of an undercover agent. He thought that the press

" would not bring the story without some further proof, and

they are working on’that now, he said. So he thought that if

us, he said the press had it and he was' fearful because he
hadn’t even _gotten this from Wade. He got it from another
man that the press would bring it before we could know about

-7 itand the’Commifsion would be asked all kinds of questions
without having information about it. Now he said Wade told

him that the FBI hever keeps any records of names .

R:p Boqqs There isa demal of this in one of these FBI records,

as 'you. know oot .

. ; :
s file we had yesterday, one of the lawyers
. Oswald or one of

" the, Ruby, told about this, do you recall it, he smd it was being

‘rumored around

Mr. Rr‘()er Yes, it was being rumored th\t he was an

_ undercover agenf Now it is something that would be very

thié

’ d:ffTulk to prove out. There are events in connection with

Rat-are curious; in that they might make it possible to

'.chetk some of itlout in time. | assume that the FBI records
’wohld nev_er sho
. know, but we-thought you should have the information . . .

it, and if it is true, and of course we don't

And Mr..Carr said that théy . . . thought that they knew.why

“-the' FBI. was so wnl]mg to-give some of these records to the

the hrn¢ 3§ the hssassination. I asked what the source ofthis

was, am‘j_ e said that he understood the infoFmation had been -

made 'vax!able so that defense counsel [Melvm Belhl for Ruby, =
had th a fnformahon that he knew that the préss had the
infort ﬁtié , and' he_didn’t know exactly where Wade had
gotter themformatlon but he [Wade] wasaformerFBIagent

Thét hey, thatl is, Wade before, had émd that he had
sufflc erlt“evndence] so that he was WIl]mg to make the
statement‘l 4

I boug’ht that -to the atkenhon of the Chlef Jushce
immeﬁh t I;y and he said that I should try to et in touch with

'

and the hiount he was getting and the detail as to the time

'
{
}

s v

PRGNSV
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defense counsel .

furnished by the.Texas'authorities, and that they should not

.be given up to the defense counsel, and that the reason he

* thought that they were'so eager to help Ruby was because
they had the undercover, that Oswald was the undercover
agent and had theé number of his badge and so much, he was

getting $200 a month and so forth, and that was the way it

was explained ad his justification to the court as a basis for
determining the records and that that was the excuse the FBI,

the reason the FBI had for being so eager to give the records’”
.1did talk to Jaworski -

up. That is the way it was developed.. .
ILeon] and-he said he didn’t think Wade would say anything
like this unless he had some substantial information back of it,
and’{Jaworskil thought’

such a clmm and then have it shown that there was nothing

. to |t

Carr,d; ask him to bring Wade up here, and he would be --
willin! ,3@ ‘neet with him any time today or tomght to find out
whatgv’h‘s: he basis of thisstory. I tried toget Carr, buthe was.
out capipasgning in Texarkaha so . . . it took him quite a while
to get baél}%o him andtalk to him.1 ;ust ;,orthrough talking to”
him And ke told me the source of the information was a
membier] f; the press who had claiméd he knew of such an .
agent|tha ]he [Oswald] was an undercover agent, buthe now

. is cotfing [with the information as to his particular number

Rep; Ford: How lohg .iguf,did they get a feeling that there was

some substance to the rumorsithat apparently had been—I

just assumed: and [ didn’t ask them that, that Carr called me

and seemed io_bé in a matter of great urgency at 11:10 this
. 2 ' 8

’

. he said a number of these records were .

|Whde| could prove it; because he .
thou;,ht it would ruin miny politics, in Texas, to be making -

el
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“that would be an ideal way, to get money to anyone

'_ they havé an occasion to be suspicious,, but they might, in
‘watching ‘for somebody particularly, they might also see
. other things that they just have to note! That is a possibility. .

|

| '

morning, and that he was fearful that they would bring in the
_papers before we would even get to know about it, and that is

the way he was talking and abt'ing alfout it. , o

5 L
Sen. Cooper: He felt there was . 1. He didn’t know the name of
the informant? . ’ !

Mr. Rnnikin: No, he did not.

Chairman: What then would lead him to think.it had
substance? o !

. "
Mr. Rankin: Well, he said that the reason he thought it might
have substance was because Wade had heard these rumors
constantly . . .. i -

Sen. Cooper: How would you test this kind of t{hing?

Mr. Rankin: 1t is going *m be very difficult for U5 to be able to -
establish the factinit. [ am confident that thé FBI would never
admit it, and I presume their records will never show it, or if
their records'do show anythihg, I would think their records
woéuld show some'kind of a nuinber that could be assignedtoa
dozen different people according to how they wanted to
describe them. So that it seenied to me if it truly happened, he
did use postal boxes practically évery place that he went, and.
Lhat ybu .
wanted as an undercover agent, or anybody' else that you
wanted to do business that way with without having any

", -particular transaction. )

Rep. Ford: There mighf be people who yf\}ould seL what was

going on with that particular bdx, ‘bécause the Ipostal”™
" authorities do watch; they havé means of watching’in many

places that'no one could see. They can watch the clerks as to
what they are doing in these boxes| and they can watch the
individuals that are going in and'out. Théy db that only when

& - w: ke . . . 4 . - .
.. At thisijuncture, the Cmnpnssmn tried to understand why the
- FBI might ever have employed Qswald iri any capacity. Here Dulles

volunteered his C1A background to help sm]{r'h for possible reasons.
: . e i

A’/!r.‘Du”es: What was the ostensible rriissilon.? I méan when
they hire somebqdy they hire somebpdy fdr ‘a(purp‘osé. Itis
either' ... Was I\ to penetrate tthFair f’lay' for Cuba ™
Committee? That j&'the only thing lca'n‘t‘hir(&

might have used this man. It would be quite ordinary for me
because they are very careful about the:'a ents they use. You
wouldn’t pick up a fellow like this to d'o';:]n agent’s job. You
have got to watch out for yoyr agents. You really have got to
know. Sometimes you make a mist'z'gk'e!. o .

of where they 1

Rep. Ford: lf{e.‘ was playing | lvl,'wr‘i‘ti g letters to both the -
elements of the'Communist|parties. I{mean he was playing

ball with the, Trotskyites and with t e‘otheqs. This was'a " .

a

strange circumstance to me.

P be . Vo ol
“Mr. .Dulles: But the FBI get people right inside you know.

They don’t need a person like this on the outsi;:l_e‘ The only

‘place where hé did'any at all Was with the Fair Play for Cuba.

. Committee. Y

: pr.:‘ Boggs: Of course it is conceivable that he may have been

brought back from Russia you know.

Mr. Rankin: If he was in the employ from 1962, September
1 . . cuk n i ) X s o
;i { ot .

|

E)
!
i
LY

September-27, 1975

[l

. . - . ‘
1962, up to the time of the assassination, it had to start overin
Russia, didn't it, because didn’t he get back in February? .. ..

-Mr: Dulles: They have no facilities, they haven't any people in
Russia. They may have some people in Russia but they
haven’t got any organizations ¢f theirown in Russia . . . They
might have their agerits there. They have some people,
sometimes American Communists who go to Russia under
their guidance and so forth and so on under their control- . . .

r. Rankin: One of the strange things that happened, and it
may have no bearing on this at all, is the fact that this man
who is a defector, and who was under observation at least by
the FBI, they say they saw him frequently, could [be] with'a '
passport that permitted him to go to Russia. From my
observations of the case that have come to us, such passports
are not pasged out.with that ease: ' :

-/ Mr. Dulles: .1 think you are wrong on that . . . Because the
passports, are issued valid for anywhere except specified

" countries . . . But any American, practically any American,
can get a passport that'is good for anywhere. An American
can travel and Russia is one of the countries you can now
travel to. ... =+ o ;

o s < b e
Chairman: 1 think our general counsel and I both have some

:‘exp_eric;en'ce in cases that have come before our court which
wouldindicate that that isn’t exactly the fact . . . They have
great difficulty, some of them, in getting a passport to go to
Russia. . ) .

Rep. Boggs: Particularly for som‘eone who has any Commu-
nistosai: . e ’ )

~Mr. Rankind The State Department knew he was a defector.
They arranged for him to come back. - )

 Mr. -Dulles: But it don’t get passport files or the passport

‘records. i They .are issuing hundreds and thousands of
passports. They have their,own particular system . ., They
“don’t run'around from time a man comes in, If they don't find
any clue, and they“don’t according to Gur record here, they
don’t find any warning clue in his file—they should have a

it o
| warning clue in’his file, - !
! .

P i i _' W vL E
Sent 'Cooper: Tha(‘l is what they admitted, that they had not
'supplied the warning. o s E

Mr. Dulles: And the Passport Office don’t on its own usually
- go laround and inquire. They wait until it is assigned there.
',Th“e;n they follow it up. : o :
Sen. Cooper: Th(ié may be off the point a bit, but as I re-read the.
report, the chronology of the FBI checks on Oswald, they
knew that he had gone to Texas. They learned from Mrs.
- Paine: they knew where Mrs. Oswald was living. They talked

.

with her.*They knew where he was working  ."..: i
_R(';II. Boggs: ... You will find the report from’the FBI dated..
back last'summer, and months before that and then months
after that. .. . et

e . S : E i

Mr. Rankin: They had a report onfmalny, they hadan agent go
‘and see him when he was in prison y . . in New Orleans . . s
and he lied to them before the police. He said his wife was a
jTe:xas girl, and he married her in Téxas, and a whole string of
stuff, and in Dallas they had a report prior to that that was

definitely contrary to it. - [

sy
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Rep.. :ggl {lThe fellow [Edward] Butler who wo

. bl_é_ilr#i?f:\tions oo e
prophf 'hdaitt\ Latin America, is the one
onth il‘xrfe'ets in New Orleans . .
the flr;s:t;h'm'!e thaifthey established
and that lj(' had defected at one time and then returned. You
'have!"l'rjij lqbtedl}} in your files . . . that tape that'was made
..in é»y,Orlea : - “he gives the normal

) € ns. ... Onthat tape.
Comj upif( line, reaction to everything.
) . ’ T

‘who confronted him
: Butl(er says that this was
that he had been in Russia

i .
t4 : ] - <
Sen. Gooper: How do you propose to meet this situation?
i le "
Pledie

Rn’p.i'Eu;sigs;:"This is a serious thing.
:. P "
T}.”

*betamd im)
burear's b
that “1?(:_ !
Cominissio
Comm
FBI }o
“becarisg
Comm
recorid
the Co
develop ‘d,% info evidence, to-spare the nation an in
Rankin sought to place it-all in perspective]
Phie S
Mr;Rm:xL n: 1 thought first you should.
Sécopdly“, Here is this defector too that is so
in 'thiqua:‘L;e
the FB] i¢

dd
itih
dsio

0

all him under control.-Itoas a devastiting

n i

ery explicit that Oswald is the assassin of was the

Y
'cons'piraly "fand they are also saying in'the same place that
tht‘éy;é"e!c ntinuing their invesfigation; Now in my experi-
ence o} almbst nine years, in the first place it is hard to get
) therﬂ"t‘p%s'a Wwhen you think-you have got a case tight enough
to co‘m:/ic:t omebody,.that that is the person that committed
; the crimé..]d my expetience with the FBI they don’t do that.
B They:Ac)ai:m
‘expelri ‘rgd“e
" run dut of
;whicij ?
.leadson tH
isn’t our b
be a {‘ojns'pi
. '(nbrma‘l)?‘

r
50 eag r g

that they don’t do that. Secdndly, they have not
JTkinds of leads in Mexico or ih Russia and so forth

€ information and they“could probably say—that
siness .. . But they are concluding that there can’t
racy without those being runk)ut.-No’v‘v'thdt is not
Om my experience with the FBI . . . Wh;v are they
 ‘make both of those conclus:ions .
reporct| and: their experimental report, which. is such a
'depa(tu'ré. iNow 'that is just circumstantial evidence, and it
don’t proveé
. have;u tr‘y to find out what they haven’t said that would give
any su 9'p§)_q?_¢ to the story, and report it to you. . . .
rd‘n
spmhﬁg g
would,
- agent.

Script becomes unclear at this pbfn!f‘in identifying the
Hicipating in the discussioh nf to"which FBI official
‘1\1 replying to questions, said that-Alan H. -Belmont,
rscribed as being in the FBI's Special Security Division,

wouls C “vvery undercover agent,”
: i
4

MriR

reflect

ki -When the Chief Justice and | were just briefly
ting o this we said if that was true and it ever came out’

‘and cbiild Bé established, then you would have people think

: tha(t’herf- ‘

N i

a

i

b

allegation that Oswald might have been an FBI informer-
mignsely troubling to the Commission in th light of the |
sistence from the very outset that he was the nssassin and -
bas no conspiracy. As Rankin said, the FBI watited the

: wf to “fold up and. quit.” The discussion in .the
ssionsmade it clear that suspicions were developing that the - .
b? so convinced of Oswald’s guilt as the Hone gunner
thought. The
i:was so aghast that ‘Dulles even 5uggel[rd that the
)f:flr bir session be destroyed. At that stage, the disposition of

':]Jnow about it:
ewhat anissue -
.-and I suppose you are all aware of it. That is that

that they don't evaluate, and it is uniform prior .

h’p)c;could probably . .. They ha,{/en't run out all the;

tvas'a cbnspimcy to accomplish this assassination
i : % i i 5 t

rks for the-
to disseminate land tie Communist .

" 27
‘ that nothing the C()mmi5§i(w'n did or anybody could dissipate.
Rep. fBo‘qgs:' You var'e s0 right.
M. .Du[lz"s’:’ Oh terriblel.;'
Rep. Boggs: :hsﬂmplications of this are fantastsc, don’t you
think so? = . 7 L
) .Ch.nirnmyx: Terrific.

ssion seemed fo be to conceal evidence, if it actually
tolerable truth. . |

nd they are very explicit ‘that there was no

. .the original.

anythingiabout this, but it raises questions. We .

iwhether -Oswald ihad, indeed, béen an undercover.

. records of meetings and, so we called

P d

“Mr. Rankin: To have anybody admit to it, even if it was the
fact, 1am stre that there wouldn’t at this point be anything to
prove it. . o ' i
Mr. Dulles: Lee, if this-were true, w/hy would i
in theirintérest—Icould see it would be in their interest to get
rid of this man but why wouldit bein theirinterest tosay he s
“clearly the only guilty oneé? I mean I don’t see that argument
"that you raise particularly shows an interest. k

tbe'partijcularly

d!quit.

Jee?
|
|

Mr. .Rnnl'in:f'lih.ey would like to have us fold ep an
Rep. Boggs: This closes the case, you see. Don't you
Mr. Dulles: Yes, 1 see that.

: A .

Mr. Raxkin: They found the man. There is nothing more to
do. The Comrhission supports their conclusions, and we can
80 on homie and-that is theend of it. L .

- # i
Mr. Dulles: B It that puts the burden right on them. [f he was-
not the killer,l.tmd they employed him, they are alreadylit, you,
see. So’your.argument is\correct if they are sure that{this is

going to close the case; but if it don’t close the case, t eyare .

worse off thah evdr by doing this.

R:'p.j}ﬂggs: Yls, I would: think s0. And of course, welare all

even gainingih the realm of speculation I don’t even likf tosee

this being takpn down.

M;I'.'Drg_llés: Yo, | think this record ou

| ght to be destroyed. Do
‘you think we ‘need a record of this? a

b0 : ° G
‘Mr.- Rankin:-1 don't, except that we said we would have
’ i the reporter fin the
formal way. Ifiyou think what wé have said here should not be
upon the réén}rd, weé can haye it donie that way~Of course it
might. . .. S ) :

, R b = o
Mr.Dulles: | Im just thinlg'in'g of sending around copies{and s0
forth. The-qqu copies of ‘this record should be kept right
there. : . T -
e : o »

Rep. Boggs: 1 would hope that none of these records are
circulated to anybody. . . . )
p =

Meeting of the Commission on January 27, 1964
. F s G L . |

Five days after its secretive emergency meeting of January 22, the
Commissioni was convened by Chief Justice: Warren to decide what ™
to do about the reports that LrﬁOswnM may have been un FBI

- . . ! .
undercover-agent. The CommisSion (minus Rep. Ford, who was

gway that day) spent more than hoo hours of its Ihn’r-mul—:a-lmlf—
“hour aftermoon session agon izing over ways of approaching J. Edgar

Hoover on the subject of Oswald.

» The Commission, as it became increqsingly clear throughout the,
. afternoon, was icanght between its concern that Hoover's writter-
Vddenial of Oswild’s alleged employment by the FBI would not be

-~

believed by the public and its owon fear of antagonizing Hoover if it -
attempted to embark on its own nvestigation of the charges. The
N 1 - { . «

L v o

}
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point was repeatedly made that Hoover niight feel that hewas being
investigated by the Commission if,-as suggested by many members,
he woere ksked to produce documentary cvidence that he was telling
the truth. The discussions prodiced the impre ssion that  the
commisstoners were, in a sense, afraid of Hoover, whose national

popularity and reputation were repeatedly alluded to. Yet, they were

in a dile mma, almost convinced that, there might be o way of |
discove ring the truth. 15 other words, Ilrn/ feared they could never-

‘prove the negative, i.e that Oswald Jud never been in the FBI's
employ! .

This "doubt was further compoumded by Allen Dulles who,
drazwitiy on his experience as CLA Director, virtually assured the
Commission that, cven if they were true, Hoover would never
confirm the charges. He nhnnwlrdqu that in his own case, he
would not have-told the fruth about his undercover agents, even
cunder oath, to anybody cxcept the President bf the United States.

The counterpoint to ‘this discussion was theoft-expressed sense of
frustration about the FBL, The panel recagnized its utter dependence
on the FBI and its owsi inability to develop:alternate sources of
information. In anger, several Commissioners and |. Lee Rankin,
the General Counsel, complained that the FBl was imposing its own
conclusions on the Commission—that Oswald, acting alone, was
President Kennedy's assassin—and that it simply wanted the panel
to endorse the bureau’s findings.-

In what was the most dyamatic executive session to date, the.

Commission took two hours to agree on insfructions fo Rankin on
hoi6 to approach Hoover—without aning’onumq him. As the
ssessionopened,  Rankin - summarized  the situafion for the
Commissioners, repeating the information from Waggoner Carr,

. the Texas attorney general, that the charged concerning Ostald’s

possible connection with the FBI-were ll’('l’(’lDﬁl’d in hearings in the
chambers of the judge who was to preside ovur the forthcoming trial
of Jack Ruby. According to Rankin, this rmm' about whén Ruby's
lawyers asked for FBI materials to help pre pﬂrt’ their case, but were
turned down by Dallas County District /Ulorm'_/ Henry Wade on

the request of the FBI. However, Carr’ smd according to Rankin, .
_that the FBI might make an exception in thiscase becanse “Oswald

was an undercover agent for the FBI."” Tlu’ sceming contradiction
was never adequately explained—as so marly other things were not

~made clea¥ to the Commissioners—thongh ;d[:!lrd into the strange *
-theory developed at the- Commission’s-meeting five an,s carlier that
B

by leaking the suggestion that Oswald had been an EB] informer,
the bureaw would effectively close the case m termsof a dons;nm(y to
kill President K('mmh/

The FBI, as we have'seen, had re l’m’dIhrconspzmn/ Hnory The
Comnmission was disturbed by the vagueness of the charges: the
sources werel g Houston newspaper and @ Dallas Caunh/ deputy

sheriff who nnth have been re pealing the wewsman’s story. The:

allegations were alﬁb published early in January in The Nation,
and the Commission had a newdSecret Serpice report repeating the
charges. i

&4 % . -

Myr. Rankin: They said that the rumors were constant there
that Oswald was an undercqver agent|, but they extended it
also: to the CIA, saying thqt they had a number for him
assigned to him in connection with th¢ CIA and gave that to
him, and none of them had ahy original information of their

own. e
They said tHat lhe source of their infqr'mation was amanby
the name of Hudkins who was a reporter for the Houston Post,
and that it had been circulatdd by a greater portion of all the
- reporters in the Dallas areajwho had been working on this
matter in various forms .. | We-did discover; amongst the

il

The New R(‘public .

* papers that we reccived from thc Secret Service, a repor} .

which referred to a Mr. [Allan L.] Sweatt, who was the
Deputy Sheriff in Dallas County, in which he said that
Oswald was an undercover agent and was being paid so much
a month for some time back to September, and that it had a
number which he gabe and that report as No. 172. This report

‘by the Secret Service agent was of a conference or inquiry

thpt he made in the area to Sweatt back on December 17th.
report was dated January 3, and we didn’t get it until
January 23 . . . At the time when this matter first came toour |

- attention, th(‘ Chief Justice asked [the] Secret Service agent

who was workm;, here, [that]if there was anything about this
in their files that he would get it if thcrc was and bring it to

him dlrectly personally .

We-didn't know what to expect from this, because that was
20 days after the date of that report, and we wondered

whether the Secret Service was wnthholdm;, something from

us, since they had this in their hands clear back on Janu-
ary 3 .

The explanahon since has been that they were trying to
check it out, that there was no purpose to withhold it from us
even khou;.,h it seemed like kind of a long period since th(‘y

hadn’t gotten any further report from Mr. Swentt atall.

Mpr. Dulles: He was the one who gave it to the Secret Service?

Mr. Rankin. Yes. . . They have since then, the Secrét Service,

" has investigated, we asked them to, and they have gone to

Sweatt bnd Sweatt has said he got it from Hudkins. Back to
the same source .. And‘there is nothing that we have

received from any mveingnhve agency checking out Hudkins -

in ‘regard to this report . Those stories "we generally -
discount as possibly an offnrl to blame the FBI for some of the
matters involved .
experience with t'he FBI, and knew their practices, that he
handled as much as $2,000 4 month during the-war permd in
which he paid off informers‘and updercover agents in South
America, and he knew thatit wasn't revealed on any records
he‘ever handled who he was paying it-to and he never gotany
receipts, and it wasn't the: practice to get receipts; that he
would have a list of numbers in his office, that was one of the
most closely guarded records that he had, and he would put
down the amount he pmd off, including such people as the
head of the government in'Ecuador, or the police in Ecuador
and he said that he was paying him more than his'salary each
month, so that they| ;,m better service than the local
government did

He was-frank, howover, nbout stating that hc didn’t know
whether that practice continued, he didn't know hoiv they
wete doing it, thal was a long time ago and how the FBlwould
handle any such transaction now . . . He didn’t indicate that
he was sure that this was the case at .\ll He justindicated that
it was a possibility, and some of the things that had happenmf

he! th(m},ht were curious, .". .

anmc listened to Rankin's report, the Cnmnmwon was [mnl

“with the puzzle of what it conld—or should—do about the charges

n\'ﬁ:ml the FBi Sen. Russell asked whether these allegadions could”
be. rlmml up. The immediate ;rrulrh m was whom to approach first.

‘Mr I\ankm We thought, first, .1bout.1ppro.\chm;,the]u»hce
Department with a request that the Attorney General

|Robert F. Konncdyl inform us as to the situation not only as

to what he would say about whether Qswald was or was not

an| undcrwvc r agent, but.also with the supporhn;, data that
I

:
i T
i

i

J[Wade] did say he has had considerable -
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LSs'<mn could rely upon, nnd tLere is som&- difficulty ;
about UE§rig that. As the head of the department, the FBI, of
L ¥} bhder the attorney general,|but I think we must
frarﬂ“& 'ro&wgmze amongst ourselves that there is a daily

the de Ttrnent and the work of the FBI for the department

and t & - e wouldn't want to make that more difficult .
-that | it s Lthe feeling of the /department, not the attorney
general bcdmse he is not here, but Mr. Katzenbach; and Mr.
Miller $5s|stant attorney general in charge of the Criminal
Dwmon at such a request might be embarrassing, and at

. leact v (E.Ild be difficult for the attorney general, and might, if .

urged hfle we would get the information we desired, make

very: n‘\ ch'more difficult for him'to carry on the ork of the

departmg rrt for the balance of his term. .

7 h Ifhe would_transmit to us what Athey told him, the
ry large measure ofautonomy i the1r0perat10ns

iin: In light of that, I suggested the possxbxhty for the
yself, and tell him this problem and thathe should

endi nz,anv such speculations, not only by his/
whlc "wiuld be frank to tell him I would think would hot be
_suffj et\t.y but also if it was possible ' to demonstrate by |
v(ha(z records and materials they have that it just couldn’t
"y %, be trues ar)d see if we couldn’t get his cooperation.to present
" that fhghe understanding that the Commission at the time,
the Comniission would have to feel free to make such other
mvds igation and take testimony if it found it necessary, in
orderjt sétxsfy the American people'that this question'of an
‘underrt ver agent was out of the picture. To examine [James
P ] H msny,the FBI agent who was-working in thatarea, and to
exnm rie the special agent in charge of the area, and to
exim n‘e Mr. Hoover, under oath, right up theline... .Wedo
have a: du&y rumor that is very bad for the Commrssmn the
probTem and it is very damaging to t%e agencies that are
invbly ed m it and it must be wiped out insofar ad it is possible
to ' so tfy this Commission. . : |

Chm rfm{} Well, Lee and I both agréed that we shouldn’tleave
j j\rné-(n this present posture, that weishould goahead and

clear the matter up as best we can.|We did argue a little -

abqu theapproach whether we should go first to the FBl and
askt efmfnranexplananonorwhetherv«eshould firstgoand,
try‘ » sbe if there is any substance to the claim by
mter ogahng the newspaperman who claims that he has the
npv Iedgr of the situation, or whether fve'should first go to
th qreau ... Lee felt it would be|the better part of
. tion to go over and see Mr. Hoover and tell h:m

jevaluated the facts, but ask him, first, if it is true, and
’ 5( fhecan supply us wnthtnformatlon toestablish that

theseidicts are not true, and they are incongistent with what -
woul he way of operation of then‘ bureau « . . I rather
- disli é g to the FBI and just ask thcm to estabhsh to us
/th:at r:\r can’t be true until we have at least looked intoit.
¥
. Sgn.| u35 gl If youwent down therein thcfnrst instance to_ the
Jil bd &n a statement and when you start pursuing it you-
ouldl #k like you areimpeaching . . . I think the best way to
h nd!e i¢ ould be to try toexhaust itat the other hand beforc

i

y utéo“t ;herm
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|p there involved in the handling of the problems of .

' g:bn to consider that I should go over and sée Edgar i

have &much interest as the Commission in trylrg toputan
statement, '

at the rumor was, state that {t is pure rumor, we
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' Rep. Boggs: BT you get a statement from responsible
. officials in that agency and then you say, “Well, we are not
- going to take this statement on face value, we are going to go
- behind it,” this could becotne a matter of grave embarrass-
ment to everybody . !

91111 as the Commrccmners were ’wqmnmq to realize, there was
no assured way of doing away-with the allegations linking Oswald
to the FBL. The péint that dawned on the Commission was that

*intelligence agencies tend to deny such charges reqardless of their
accuracy.”And the Commission could not even be certain that the
FBI would be tellivig the truthr in denying the Texas charges. Allen

* Dulles’s expert opinion! on intelligence agency practices served to
compound the doubts. .

" Sen, Russell: If Oswald never had assassinated the President

* or at léast been charged with assassinating the President and

had been in the employ of the FBI and somebody had gone to
the FBI they'would have denied he was an agent.

" Mr. Dulles: i yes

Sen. Russell: They woul be the first to deny it. Your agents
~would have dtme cxactl the same thing.

Mr.. Dnlles Exactly

examine them, of course .the FBI will know that

S S (N

-Mr. Rnnkm They alrendy know about this app.xrcntly .1
)ust don’t think thdt they [the Texas officials] are going to
comte out and say they fabricated this, if it is a fabrication. It is
too serious for that. .

Rep. Boggs: Of course, we get ourselves into a real box. You
» have got to dd everything on earth to establish the facts one
way or the other. And without doing that} why everything
| concerned, mrludmg everynne of us is doing a very grave

dtsservnce ..
‘ .

Sen. Cooper: . Before you asked Mr. Hoover you present us
‘with all the proof to the contrary, because as’you say, if he
" presents all this proof to the contrary, then the situation

[ changes atittle bit. It would appear to him that youare trym),I

v .

to impeach hlLteshmony

g ‘Mr. McCloy: Do we have a statement frum Mr. Hoover that
this_man 'was[not an-agent? Was that communicated in the
record?" . .

I - ¥ .

_ Mr. Rankin: 'kes. . - T

" Mr. McCloy: 1 would like to examine again this relationship
between the Department of Justice and the FBI. Just why
would it be embarrassmg for the attorney general of the
Umtcd States to inquire of one of his agencies whether or not
. “this man who'was alleged to have killed the President of the
- United States; was an agent.

 Docs the embarrassment supersede the |mport.mw of

getting the best evidence in such a situation as this?

+ Mr. Rankin: Well, I think it is a question of whether we have,
to put. hmx into that; position* in order to get the job.done,
because there: ,is, in my opinion, not any questian but what
there will be mure frictiorr, moredifficulty with his carrying
“out -his responsibilities, and ‘I think we have a vervlreal

problcm in thT Comml»lon in that lf we have meetings all |

" Sen. Conprr: lf you -have these people up from Texas and
o :
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.would have hleroglyphlcs that onI)J

*could say IT meant another dgent. |
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the time and they know what it is about ... and we are
meeting rather rapidly here in the last few days, and they can

guess probably what it is about, certainly after the meetmg

Awnh the Texas people. ...

b: " Cov;wr. In view of all the rumors' and statements that
have been made not only here but abroad, I think to‘ask the
President’s brother, the dead President, to do'this, it wouldn’t
have any backing in it, It would have no substance in his
purpose but some crazy people would translate it from his

_ official position to a ‘personal position. It may sound far

fetched but he would be implying as a person that something
was wrong. You can't overlook any implications.

Mr. McCloy: 1 think that would perhaps be an element in the
.thing, butit still wouldntdivert me from asking this man.who
‘happens to be the.attorney general whose sworn duty itiis to
enforce justice, to ask him just what is within his knowledge
in regard to such a serious thing as this.; Jdt is lan] awkward
affair.” But as you said the other day, truth is our only client

. I think we may have to make this first step, that the
senator speaks about, but I don’t think "that we could
recognize that any door is closed to us, unless the President
closes it to us, and in the search for the truth ....

Mr. Rankin: 1 don’t see how the country is ever going to be

willing to accept it if we don’t satisfy them on this particular _

issue, not only wi'th them but the CIA and every other agen-
Y, i ;

Mr. M[Chﬂ/ In: readmg over this - testlmony again,” this
morass of testlmony or evidence we- have got here, I notice
that Mrs: Oswald, the mother, said perhaps he was an agent,
perhaps he mighf have been an agent, in trymg to explam why
he went to th ;

Chairman: $he has made statements on that
Mr. Dulleg/Since this has been s0, much out in the publlc,
what h would there be in talking to Hoover without

y right to make any investigation in the public . .
erribly hard thing to disprove; you know. How do
you disprove a fellow was not your lagent. How do you
dxsprove it. i . _,l

!
i

Rep
Mr.
R

d
Boggs You could disprove it, couldn t you?
Dulles No. ‘f’ ’

i
»

ﬁ Boggs I know, ask questions about somethmg—-

i

~

Dulles: II nevér knew how to dxsprove it.

: Boggs Did you have agents abo}n whom you had no
record whatsoever?

Mr..Dulles: The record might not be on pa.per. But on paper .,

' two people knew what
they meant, and nobody outbide of jthe agency would know
and you couldlsay this meant the agent and somebody else

! .

one of your men.

Mr Dulles: Oh yes, he was not an” ngcr\t He. was ‘an
employee. . ‘ i

The reference is to anris Pm verd; the U-2 pilot; who was shol

Rep. Boggs: Let’s take a specific case, that fellow Powers was

* ‘wouldn't.

 anything, yes, I am under his ¢

«|
" Mr.

' iMr Hoover which said, ™

¢
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down over the Soviet Union in 1960°

' Rep. Baggs: There was no problem in provmg he v as em-

ployed by the CIA.
Mr. Dulles:

No. We had a signed contract.

Rep. Boggs: Let’s say Powers did not have a signed contract but
he was recruited by someone in CIA. The man who recruited
him would know, wouldn't he? :

Mr. Dulles: Yes, but he wouldn't tell. .

Chairman: Wouldn't tell it under oath?

Mr. Dulles: 1 wouldn’t think he would tell it under oath, no
. He ought not tell it under oath. Maybe not tell it to his

"~ own government but wouldn't tell it any other way.

- Mr. M(CIm/ Wouldn t he tell it to his own chlcf7

M. Dulles: He might or might not. If he was a bad one then he

Rep. B.5q:qs What you do is you make out a problem if this be
true, make our problem utterly impossible because you say
this rumor can’t be dlssnpnted under any c1rcumstances

Mr. Dulles: 1 don't thmkxt can unless you believe Mr Hoover,
and so forth and so on, which probably most of the people will.

Mr. McCloy: Allen, suppose.somebody when y6u were head
of the CIA came to you,another government agencyand said
specifically, “If you will tell us,” suppose the President of the

-United States comes to yoy and says, “Will you tell me, Mr.

Dulles?”:

Mpr. Dulles: 1 would tell the President of the United-States
trol. He is my boss. 1
wouldn’t necessarily tell anybody/else, unless the President
authorized me .to do it. We had that come up at times.

-Mr.. McCloy: You wouldn t! tell tReSecretary of Defense?

Mr. Dulles: Well, xtdependsahttleblt‘ the circumstances. If

it was within the ;unsdxctmn of the Segretary of the Defense,

but otherwise | would go'tp the President, and 1 do on some
cnses

Mr Rnnkm If that is all that is necessary, | thmk we could get
the President to direct anybody working for the government
to answer this questnon .

Dulles: What 1 was getting at, I think under any
circumstances, I think Mr. Hoover would say certainly he
didn’t have .mythmg to do w:th this fellow. = -

Mﬂ McCloy: Mr. Hoover didn’t have anything to dowith him
but his agent. Did you directly or mdlrectly employ him?

M. Dulles: ‘But if he says n, I didn’ thave anythmg todo with
it. You can’t prove whit the facts are. There are no external
cvndcnces I would believe Mr. Hoover. Some people might
not Idon’t think there is any external evidence other than the
persor\ ‘s word that he'did or did not employ a p.\rncular man
asm secret agent. No matter what . Lo

Mr McCloy: 1f we get a statcment fromthe Dep.\rtment th.\t
thg Attorney General and perhaps from Mr. Hoover or from
‘Lam telling you that this man was
not in any way employed by the FBI”, br in the case of]ohn

McCloy or thc CIA, I think that probnbly stops us, unless we
{
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nmysn[methm;,—-

. Duﬁrst Thatwould be all right wle me. Whetkwcrn meets
h thc' others—

ir. M(b'[’u Now there is put in our hand a document that
OWs e vas paid a certain amount lof money. Maybe we

W uld! h.a\e to go further than that but I think it would be °

aamast: Shcumbent upon us to ask the head of the agencms
i&}he&her or not this man was an employee

ep. B$\2~ Just to examine a little further your statement. |
would l;eheve that could establish whether or not this fellow
sot $288 a month, almost certainly establish ll’

;b

¢ account or anything of that kind.

Q( n. R

don(t'

Mr D
it all th
would
keep xt, ;
moneyf eople togive receipts, sometimes they
do !haf g?ut that is when you are, I don’t know hether too |
: imuch 6F his should.be on the record as far as the Soviet is |

s« 1I: The only trouble is these undercover agents they
p one line of writing, not one word anywhere

v: Sometimes you very often, in the Soviet, khey did

liberately see that there was a record, they would |’
nd they would force money on people, and force

conéer}\b If you want to incriminate §omeone and tie them
> yﬁ'u:& would give them money and give them a recelpt
uk that’doésg’t by any means overlap. But on-occasion.
P , .

R.;ﬁﬁ'r”' Is that when you 'would want to blackmaii him5

thé’rug, they wanted to have some evidence, he couldn’ t
En mva‘y then, he was caught, he was trnpped o s

2 ofrthe CIA now; and the same claim was'made and this
forhirdigsion was worried about the clbim being believed by .

[;s ,non to come to you dlrectly7 .
r. Dnﬂ«'s Oh, yes, certamlv I would!

t\/ir l\ﬂE}Llﬁ Or would you want us ld 80 out .md examine
i wer:s hrst7

Dxrye\ 1 think 1 would want you t
leads -as-to_how you could exam
E')var hed ito. \ T LYy
[\nnlm If you had us out exami
thef you had the man in youremplay, would you feel that

wérs not very fair to you?

Mrl | dll’lls No, | donl think'1 would 1 k
4‘\{1] MQClm/ Do you thmk it mu.,ht be quhe appmprmte for

us? .f;

Mr Dix”u It would depend whether there‘were inlcrnat'mn-
al Lom ications or foreign ;,()vernmenls involved, then |
mi hl!s&y we would do it in this way or that way to keep fron
ety

Usli § , , 1o
Mr| Mrtlnv But wouldn’t we be pultin),'yd'ur a},cﬁcyin great
tro bfehf we went out finding out who your agents were and’
put} Qgthe report and make it publlc knuwledge, w0uldnt

-:nt,
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] | DElles: How could you? He is dead and you haven t got el
,}115 b4 :

time, they wanted to compromise a person and they '

ould wanft tof . i
“ believe, a simple statement as Holy Writ, this one statement
) withoutvbeirf\g under oath, but you can’t try cases that way,

|

: Dullm That is, correct. Klaus Fuchs, take [Alger] HISS s

{R;nﬂm Allen, how would you feel about it, if you were .

pubrc, and they would ask you, would youwant the Com- =

1

i

5 come so | could give'!
ine witriesses if you

ning witnesses about -

»

.

$irf trouble wnth the furmﬁn counlrytdhxr as far-as the |

- American people than J. Edgar Hoover. ‘

* Mr. Dulles: That is right.

hew
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you think it_strange if we dldnt come to you with our
problem?

Mr. Dulles: Yes, I think it would be. . ..

Mr. Rankini Then you would leave doubt you were out
investigating around before you had any real leads.

Mr. McCloy: We might get a lead and then we have itand then
we have to publish.

Sen. Russell: There is no-man in the employ of the fedéral
government who stands higher in the opinion of - the

-

! :
. Sen. Russell: Of course, we can get an affidavit from Mr. .

Hoover and put it in this record and go on and act on that but
if we didn’t go any further than that, and we don’t pursue it
‘down 'to- Hudkins or whoever it is,
thousands of doubting Thomases who would believe this man
was an FBI agent and you just didn’t try to clear it up and you -
just took Hopver’s word,.

Personally, I would beheve] Ed;,ar Hoover, | have a great
deal of,confléence in him . . . But the other people—I would

and you can’f base the conclusions of this Commission on that

-kmd of material .

’ Mr‘ l\zf(Clm/} I think it would be wrong for us “to start an

independent|examination. of who the dgents of this, of the

various law: enforcement ‘agencies of the country were

without notifying the head of that agency that we were doing

itand why we were doingit ... You would communicate with
the head of the agency, whether it be the attorney general or

Mr. Huovor or John McCone, whoever it might. be, at the

same tlme )lou would be taking a look at Hudkms [The

ncwspaperm hn .

Mr: McCloys They [The FBI] are not on notice of these last

development‘s in the Commxsswn the'last mformalmn

Sen. Cooper: Théy probably h.we nome that these people have
been here, and therefore suspect alrgady that we are looking
into it because knowing exactly what we are doing. .

'
Mr. McCloy: KatZzenbach says they will be embarrassed.
Mr. J{nnkin:!Creatly embarrassed. . . .

Chairman: Bkll. they ‘scemed to think there would be no

. embarrassment for us to check it out ourselves. They !hink

that isall right, they think it is all right for us todo that ...
am not going to be thin- akmned about what Mr. Hmwer

. might think,’but Iam sure if we indicated to Mr. Hoover that

we were investigating him hé would be just as angry at us-as
.\b, or would be at the Attorney General for investigating
him ... The better way to do'it would be to try toestablishin
our own minds whether or not there is any truth to this thing:

.. .. and if we decide that there is Nothing toit except rumor, as
far as we can'find, I would still ask Mr. Hoover to report to us

on it, tell him that this rumor has persisted, that Oswald was
on !hc payroll of thé FBI, and that the date of his employment
was stated, hjs numbér was stated, his wages were stated, and
that we would like anything he has in his'records or through

his investigation to disprove that thing.
. h N :

.o : §
i

there still would be : .



“-in this country and he has been doing that right along. . . .

- and find out what we coul
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Now, Idon't see how a man in a public position whose own
reputation is at stake in the thing, could object to such
procedure. I don't think that is unfriendly in any way, shape
or form. But I do believe,.if we just go and indicate to Mr.
Hoover that we are now investigating his_probity without
having-tried to determine whether it is-fact or fiction, that he
might have reason to believe that we were doing it. . . .

Ar;ﬂr. Dulles: We oughtito go.to him. - |

‘Chairmdn: We must g0 intp this thing from both ends, from

theénd of the ru gers and from the end of the FBI,

.1r<d if we come into a cul-de-sac, why, we are theré but we can

reportonit. ... . -

Mr. Dulles: 1 ngreef ... I don’t think there is necessarily a
question of probity. It might look so to the country. It is Mr.
Hoover’s job to watch the Fair Play for Cuba Committee and
to try to penetrate it im any way he could. The reason I don’t
believe it is this fellow was so incompetent that he was not the
kind of fellow that Hoover would hirel If this fellow was
hired, I wouldn’t discredit this might be a normal thing to do,
but he was so stupid. Hoover didn't hire this kind of a stupid
fellow, but for him to want to penetrate the Fair Play for Cuba
Committee and find out what itis doing in this country is just
as much-of his duty as it is to'penetrate the Communist Party

Mr. M[Clay: I wouldnt- put much confidence in the
intelligence of all the agents I have run into. I have run into
some awfully stupid agents. '

Mr. Dulles: Not this irresponsible. !,

Mr. McCloy: Well, I can’t say that I have run into a fellow

comparable to Oswald but I have run into some very limited

mentalities both in the CIA and the FBI. . i
(Layghter) ' i !‘ o i

Chairman: Under agents, the regular:agents, I think that

would be right, but they and all other agencies do employ-

undercover men who are of terrible character.
. . .ot

, w

Mr. Dulles: Terribly. bad characters. !

Sen. Russell: Limited intelligence,

4

, ¥ )
Chairman: It takes almost that kind oFfa man to doalot of this
undercover work. ‘

" Mr. Dulles: They ought to be fairly s;n{art. They may not be of
_high mordl character but they ought to be fairly smart.

Mr. MtCloy: Most of them ce'rtainl& are. But you couldn’t

base an argument on the f{ct that the man, because he is not

intelligent hasn’t been retajned.

N b . :
Mr. Rankin: Would it be acceptable tb go to Mr. Hoover and
tell him about the situati’én'Lmd that wewould like to go ahead

-+ Then if he reacts and says, “I
want to show you that it cduldn’t be’}

beforehand, what about tHat kind o

‘ an approach?—"

Chairman: 1 don’t believe we should apologize or make it look
. lhat’we are in any way reticent about making any investiga-

tion that comes to the Commission.

But on the other hand, | don’t want to be unfriendly or.

unfair to him. ... ];
: e

;!éi/én the city police
" departments do it. - i ) :

'

or something like that, . :

Mr.-Dulles: Has Hosty been falkgni to later to get the narhes?
Mr Rankin: Nobody has ask_éd him ...

i
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Mr. Rankin: What I was fearful of was the mere process will
cause him [Hoover] to think that we are really investigating

ihim. )

Chairman: If you tell him we are going down there todo it, we
are investigating him, aren’t we?

Mr. R(ﬁ’:lfin: I think it is inherent.
RS

Chairman: If we are investigating him, we are investigating
the rumor against him, we are investigating him, that is
true. . ..

Rep. Boggs: Mr. Dulles, when you headed up the CIA, the
notion that you.would know the countless informers and
people employed by the agencies was fantastic. You couldn’t
knowyabout all of that. )

Mr. Dulles: No, but after a thing like this happens and itisin

the paper two or three times | would.get hold of the proper
person and say; “Have we hired anybody in thit particular
area?” By this time I'would have known whether we did hire

him or‘not;. .. I'had to authorize it. I had to trust-that to the

other.agents.

Mr. MA"Clny: You would know in this case who‘],‘if there was
anybody;who would have hired Oswald, who it would be.

Mr. Dulles: Certainly within an area, certainly no one had
autho_rity to do it. Now someone might have done it without
authofity. 'The CIA has no charter to hire anybody for this
kind of work in the United States. It has abroad, that is the
distinction ... I don't say it [The CIA] couldn’t possibly have
. done it, but it has nd charter of authority to run this kind of
agentin the United States; that-would be other departments
of government, particularly the FBI. We wouldn't investigate
the Fair Play for'Cuba Gommittee in the United States, in the
| CIA. But there is no realsd‘n why an inquiry shouldn't go. . . .

R ! i N i i sl D .
i tActually, Dulles was misleading the Commission with his

“statement that-because of its charter confining it to operations
abroad, the CIA was not involved in domestic intelligence activities.
The report of the Rockefeller Cominission on “CIA Activities

Within the United States,” issued in June, 1975, asserted that the -

agency had been . comducting a covert and illegal program of
international mail interception at American post offices since 1952,
subsequently. | ¥ -

| Meantohile,"as McCloy pointed out, the possible link between
Oswald and the FBI as well as the question of whether there was a
relationship between Oswald and Jack Ruby will “loom up in all
pfrlulmbilily to be . . . major issues in our investigation.

* This activity continued during Dulles’ kenure as CIA Director and

Mr. M_rCloy: If he was on the payroll of the FBI they would think
he was all right, they would not think of his being adefector. . . Itis
going to, I think, foment a good bit of comment, and we nn'.\'m;ng to

have to have a very solid record on it. ... !
1

[ g - 3 . g o
Mr. Rankin: At the police station, just after the assassination,
Hosty, the agent for the FBI in the Dallas area, said that he

knew that Oswald had visited two known subwersives ...
‘within two weeks of the day of assassination. . . ..

Mr, McCloy: This brings up to my mind again the desirability
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; . nf aur tallqng to the chief mvcstlgﬂ(lr of the F r We here
; don't know whether somebody checkcd up on Hosty again or
: "wh tl'\er hel didn’t. Why don’t we get hzm in andjust talk with
i m 1 donlt know whéther we want to examine him under
i Dath but talk to him about the extent ol the FBl investigation
; )Vha‘l Have they done? .
overduq for us being as dependenq as we are on FBI
L invi shgahons the time is almost overdue for us to have a’
: tvetter percpcchve of the FBlinvestigation than we now have.

l
n
[
}b

M(Clnv s exasperation with the Commission’s utter dependence
o ‘the FBI underscored how nearly impossible was the lask facing
ihe Warren Commission. The Commission, having ,re)rrml at its
first meeting, and an Warren's suggestion, the idea o mgngmq its
oion mvr\h\nlnn was now totally at the mercy of the FBI, an
' rlcmru it wholly distrusted. Yet the Commission was bemq
" fnexorably pushed by the FBI to accept the bureau’s|canclusions.

: l\nnlm told IHICIUV that, in fact, it was no[ via ;Ic to vnd the
ommission’s dependence on the FBI.

i

! Mr Rnnlm We had hoped to do that 1boul two :md a half
: " Iveeks ago and we were going to come back to them witha'
_ Areat many obvious questions, and holes in what we have
"Aeen given. But then we got a supplemental réport and it .
illed in some of the holes but not all of them, two-thirds of

. Twould think the time is almost -

khem or more ®

. and we didn’t want to ask them questions |

h.\t they would say, ‘well haven’t you read our supplemental
port it is all there.’, Our relations would break down very:
pxdly if we djd busmess that way, so we had to go and

i nalyze all the new material and, n only the supplemental -
port but’all their additional raw mermls they gave us at
atftime, and now we are in the process of trying to glve
em demands, . .. . !

d MrCloy. . We are so dependent upon them (The FBI)
ur facts th.ﬂ it might be a useful thing to have him before
T méy be just you talk to him, for example, to follow upon
y. :

"mzshszalmn

Ranlﬂq Part of our difficulty in relgard to it is that they

no:problem. They have decided that it is Oswald who
mitted the assassination, they hav
dvaslinvolved, they have decided.

': Russell: They have tried the case and reached a verdict on
v aspect. ) ' J

’..Bnq:qs: You have put your finger 1on it.
: Mr.iMcCloy: Theyarea llttlelesscertammthesuppll:menlals
than lhey were in the first. ,

Mr
the
Y ihquiries that we say the Commission has to know all lhqse
ll\lngs before it can pass on this,

§ And 1think their reaction probnbly
want all that? It is clear.”

Rankin: Yes, buk they are still there. They have dec:ded

l~ould be, ’Whydp\'ou

en. ll\umll “You have our statement wlmt olse do- you
ee ? PO
pd

Mr M(Clau Yes, “We know who kxllml cock robm *That is
lhe poml Itisn’t only who killed éock robm Under lhe terms

e e
N ———— xmﬁx"‘

Sy
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of reference we have fo go beyond that.’

Rep. Bogqs The most dxffxcult aspect of this-is the.-Ruby .

: aspect l

'

Chairman: We

-Dallas and it'i

R
Mr Rankin: That is one \lery difficult area. Then you have
some clear proof of Some kind of a Cuban connection there,
and thereis a difference in regard to the testimony of what it
is. You run into clear proof that his brother had some kind of a
Cuban corinection .- . in.Detroit, but that sort of drlc-s up
when we try to get at*the detail of what it is .

Rankin was Iefr?ring lo reports that Ruby and his brother were -
engaged in an effort’lo sell surplus jeeps to Cuba in 1959, after
Pre mier Fidel Castro took power. Jack Ruby, in fact, visited Havana
in 1959, - ’

1, Lee, as  understand your approach would be

1 ga toMr. Hoover and say, “Now, Mr. Hoover, : .’
there are rumors that persist in and around -

it is getting into the national press, to the'effect - .
that Oswald{Was an undercover FBI agent. The rumor has
gone to the,éxl_ent of stating the date on which he was
employed, the humber undet which he was employed, and the

this: You woul
as you know,

"amount of r'noney that he'received for his services, and that

ntil the time of the assassination. i

continued up
“Now we af

|

“have which wi

z{lgomg to have to try to run that rumor down to

see_if anyone claims positive knowledge or whether it is plain

rumor. i . . . .

“Can'you, f:r d will you, give us all the information that you

lenable us'to ferret that thing out, to the very
.

limit?” !

M. ernkin lThat is what [ would like to do. Reserving atvlhe

'Vrrferm(e is to Belmont, the FBI ofxrml in. rlmrgf of llrl' »

I

e decided that no one;
‘ : @ i

iase, and we are going to have maybe a‘thousand further -

. Mr Rankin: 1
* him for more

, .

right to go m these other people and take their

g .
Chairman: T!-mt would be i

same hmt- th}:
teshmony

implicit init . ...

had in mind going to Mry’ Hoover and lskmg N
han his: expl’essmn of the truth or falsity of it. -
Asking him-for what he knows his organization presumably,

. what can he ddto help us in regard to the proof of the factsin

regard to this parhcular . I am sure Mr. Hoover knows

many of these,|he may not know about particular individuals, .
just like Mr. Dulles wouldf’t, but he knows who to ask, and
ring a butto .'lnd say, for the record how could we establish
this? .. . lam sure within the FBI Mr. Hoover knows where to
find out who washired on any particular date and the basis of
it, and | thought “if it was.my situation, and I was being
reflected on that I had had somebody like this under my
employ I would like to be approached, first, and  wouldn't feel
that it ‘was a reflection on me, or at least | would feel the
reflection was lalready involved in these kinds of articles and
‘claims, and I would ratheryou would come to me than togo to
someone else afd ask him about tHe fumors, and let me see if |
couldn’t éstablish it. I don't think the country is going to be -
satisfied with' the mere statement . . . about any intelligence

-agency that Oswald wasn't hired ln light of this lund of an

accusation, or rumor.. . =

I think that thé country is going fo expect this Commission .
to try to find out the facts, as to how those things are handled
to such an extent lllat this Commission can fairly say,“Inour
opmlnn he was or'was not an émployee of any intelligence
a;,ency “of the Umted States.” .

f L 2 -
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i Dulles then made the practical suggestion that Rankin ask

~“Hoover to let him sce any reports from FBI agents who had contact 3

‘with Oswald on different occasions. Rankin replied that the
Commission had such reports, “but we don’t have any assurances
that those are the only reports ... . there could be more reports and all
that kind of thing.” As we- Imrm’d in 1975 Rankin was right in
his suspicions. He also noted that it was a “curious factor” that FBI
agents did no! approach Oswald after an interview with him in
‘Angust although they did talk to Marina Oswald and Ruth Paine

- during October. It was the October approach to Marina by the FBI
“- that led Oswald in Noveinber to write his threatening letter to the

Burcau, but the Warren Commission did not know about it at the

_time. There is no explanation, cither, as to why the FBI:did not seck

out Oswald after he wrote the letter. It could be theorized that had
such an FBI contact been mades Oswald nught havt’ lm’n prevented
from committing the Dallas crime.

Sen. Russell remarked thit it was a “qiicer Hung that the FBI
interviewed Marina and Ruth Paine, but not Oswald. Rankin
recalled that, according to Marina, oo FBI agents had talked fo-
Qbwald for kwo hours in a car shortly after he had returned to the
1962, and that Oswald "was very much
disturbed.” But, he said, "we don’t have any report that would cover
anything like a kwo hour conversation.” This, then, 1bas another
instance in which the Commission had to weigh the relative,
credibility of the FBI and 'such witnesses as Marina Oswald.
Finally, Sen. Russell told his colleagues that they had to fna’ reality.

Sen. Russell: It seem's to me we have twor alternatlves Oneis
we can just accept the FBI’s report and go'on and write the
report based on their findings' and supported by the raw
materials they have given us, or else we canigo and try to run =
‘down some of these collateral rumors that have just not been

dealt with directly in this raw material that we have

Rep Boggs:.1 think we must do the latter .. . .-

ii

Chairman: I thmk there is no questlon about it

Mr MrCIm/ We certainly wouldn t be domg the FBl a service 'A
and doing the Commnssnon a service . ;

Sen. Russell: 1 don’t propose to ‘dttack the FBI unless there is

some starthng revelation that they have evaded their re-:
sponsibility . : : 4 - ‘

Mpyr. Rankin: 1 thought from what I know about him IHoover]

‘that he would say, “We will do anything we can to help you. -

We will make anything avaitable from our records,” and then |
would say to him, “You know_y_our records and I don’t. What
will prove.that|this rumor is false?” . g

1

Chairman: From his standpomt he couldn’t possibly have any
proof other than his statement.

,Mr Rmtkm Well, he | may have a lot of proof . . ..

‘Finally, the Commission voted unanimously to “let Rankin )
npprom‘h Hoover in whatever way!he thought best. After hours of
discussion—and all the handwring ing about|upsetting Hoover—

*_the Conimission was, in t’[fert h rning the| responsibility to its

general counsel, L :
Rankin then ouHmz-d at lmgth the areas of investigation the .
Commission should pursue} The first area would be the day of the

" assassination; including _fll Hu’} Presidential plans and the

collaboration between the Spcret Service, the Dallas police, and the
county sheriff. Rankin stressed that|“we havedifficulty determining

- the exact time" that Oswald went fﬂMt’It[O alt‘houqh prrcunmblj,

o
Mr. Rnnkr,n: &V

The New Re publu

¥
hé already knew from newspaper npor“s late in September FHhut
President Kennedy would be coming to Texas in late November,
Rankin’ further argued that a: visit to Texas would necessarily
inclhude a stop in Dallas, and that the President’s motorcade would
have to move past the Texas School Book Depository building.

Mr. Rankin:. .. Soit is possible hb could have made as part of
his plans from the time he left to go to Mexico.City to try to
locate in this building and go ahead with the assassination.
Now, that would assume that it is possible that he talked to
people about such plans, and had collaborators concerning
them in Mexico City. We do not have enough information
about that to know what happened there except we do have
information that he'tried to get a visa at the Cuban Embassy,

" and he tried to get a visa at the Soviet Embassy, and we know

the hotel he stayed at, and we have a very limited report from
the hotel keeper about most of it to the effect that they knew
nothing about him, didn’t even know that he came or went,
although there ‘'were seven days between the time he went
down on the 26th of September and the third [of October]
when he came back. . . So-that we have a w1de range of
inquiry yet in Mexico Ctty as to the -seven days and his °
activities there. |

Ser. Russvll:(Who has beeh doing the in;/estigating in Mexico?

Mr. Rankin: The CIA has been working with us in regard to |
that area, a'nd the FBl has an attaché there who has done some

work but most of it has been by the CIA, and we have a

question there’ of how much “of our information .we have

gotten from the FBlin an exhlblt to the CIA and prior to that .

Rankin then turned to the drtmls “of Ostwald’s rrth'mpf the
previous April to assassinate retired Maj. Gen. Edwin A Walker,~
his account of it to Marina, and her threat to.denounce him to the
authorities if he ever repeated suchian act. The attempt on Walker's
life became known only after Dallas. Rankin told the Commission-
ers that it was strange that, accorting to Marina’s testimony to the
FBI, she had not known that Oswald had gone to Mexico. Another
area of investigation outlined lrj Rankin ‘was the question of
President Kennedy's toounds—te point of exit or entrance of the
bullet in the front of the neck. He noted that all this material “has to
be developed much more than we have at the present time.” Rankin
pointed to contradictions between Dallas medical reports and the
subsequent autopsy. He added: “So+the basic problem, what kind of a
woundit is in the front of the neck, is of great importance-to the
investigation.” The Commission’s uncertainty-on this point, of
course, would becomé later thesubject of continuing controversy as to
how mmn/ shots—and from where—were fired at Krnnmlv

We think that the wouind in the neck has to be
related to Gne of these others, but the problem js difficult to
determiné because we have a stitement from the hosptt‘al
that the bullet that was more whole than the other was found
on the stretcher which they brought the Presidentin to the

: hosplhl on, and then we-have other testimony Iater that goes

back over the same ground in which the person in charge of
the stretcher and the attendant said that this bullet wa#found
under! the blanket on the stretcher Gov Connally was on.

Sen. Ruc%” I thought it was Found on the stretcher of the
Presndent '

Mr. l\mxknt That was the hrst story And that is what we
have to deal with, a story of that kind to try to reconcile it with’
people who actually handled the stretcher thnt Gov. Connnlly
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going to be something that would run

S(‘plbxhbcr!l?, 1075 |
: , -

was'on.and iwickéd the bullet from unde!-r_ the blan

| |
- Sen. Russell:[This isn't
vou stark mhd . ...

Mr. Annkin:'We have considerable maler}ia] and we are going’
to gojinto the atmosphere, this hate material that was very-
Jcommon ;in that area in ‘many regards: It was in the
newspapers, it was in circulars of various kinds, it was in
letters to the editor in the newspaper. It was also involved in
. sermons from the pulpit in some of those, in at least one of the
+ leading churches of the city, was involved in financing various

forms of hate literature in very large amounts ﬁrom that
parliqlular area, and it may well be that it was a co tributing

+ extrefne right is concerned, but also in stirring up various
~ eleménts of the community who were expressing themselves
in vety ektreme forms against anybody'in" power-from the
President on down from time to time. ... The pamphlets were -

commonly circulated there, and | presume you are familiar -
with $omé of the H. L. Hunt’s financing of various! . . And all.
kindsiof things coming from out there in substantial amounts-
and itapp’hre‘ntlywas notonly exacerbating thé commuriity in
a numbef of ways, not only of the extreme right and the
extreme Jeft, but also the elements of the people more
‘mode '

i allow:

i ftryin

that .|. . and if you let those forces work long enough it will
i have an‘effect upon their approach to many problems, and it
I may be something that the country should well'be aware of,
W g -
[ Sen., 'x;s:srll: Do yourthink there is evidence of any connection
between 'Oswald and anywof those groups? . The-FBI is
: suppos'e'dft'o check that out pretty closely. :

M7 r;nki)}: We have no evidence that is clear that Oswald

ﬁ_i.w’ajs JQn{ne_cted with anybody but we also have very great -
{probl ms,‘ : : ) ) D
Sen. Qooper: . .. I think we might talk about this hate element
too much because. . . people will begin to get the idea, as some
have falready expressed, of going ‘away from evidence and.

1 Jevide

e

2 to| build up some situation which is apart from the..
hce ‘.'j. - ' R o

-

}\'/Ir. [Jmilljﬁ'n: Then in the period that they
in Rubsia jthere are.manifold problgms about the fact that
b

I hame]
: [termi
he ha
any ¢
; _-_'perio
4 Ra
bout
why /

'E'pn rin

of the Red Cross . ... the question of when that incomfe
hated. She said he had never been to Leningrad. He said
d; she went to Kharkov, and there is no explanation of
mmunications between the two of.them duripg that‘

1 of itime. i
FE : : . e

| B B * ¥

nkingoent on emphasizing the Commission’s lack of knowledge

¢ Wias paid so much, why the Oswalds ‘moved to a better
nentyust as they tried lo arrange to go to'the US,.why she was
1 toileave Russia, what did Oswald do 'in Moscow for a *
Ifé[zi;(:' departing for the US, why he belonged to a Soviet gun’

fmo‘ni/ ;
nnil;why, on the-way to the US. thie Oswalds took an-

ielub,
“laparbmenttin Rotterdam. Rankin said: “That entire period is just .
Yfull of osstbilities for training, for working with the Soviets, and its
agents s L1 i I PR

7

; L .
Mr. Dullds: 1f she has any chance totell the Russian Embassy,
I don’t knBw whether she will doit or not, she'might after this.

b
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: f-lC(Olf‘ in. not just as was suggested by some as |far as the .

rately inclined who didn’t assert themselves in regard to “Iand that they

¥ 0 .
- Chairman: And jeeps ...

TheOs._\;val::ls]‘livea 1Now‘,,'itwoql

the -
he!lived, ‘the additional income he [received under t"l:£ ;

n whole variety of aspects of Oswald’s life inf the Soviet Uniion:” )

- aren between August and Decentber,

) 35
“interview, she might get in touch in some way with the
- Russian Embassy, they would be very anxious to get in touch
with her. I guess the guard is such that they couldn’t do that.

Mr. .Rankin: ... iThe Secret Service has been with her
“constantly . . . Idon’t know how much longer after we would
take her téstimony you would want that to continue . . . It
" hasn’t, itisn’t gotng forward yet because we have to ask them
about that, and the CIA is going to help us develop the-

" questions,.and they have been working . . ..

The-next .investigation area would be the life of Jack Ruby.

Rankin drew a quick biography of Ruby, then went into his
activities, - 7 . : :
" He. has -apparently all kinds of connections with the
‘underworld, and he had a number of petty arrests, but the
- convictions were very unimportant. There weren’t any — |
" can’t even remember one that amounted to anything.

i Mr. Dilles: He"ﬁever got tojail, did he?

i Mr. Rankin: Nol, he paid a small fine onipne or two. There are
f’ sfories about his being a-homosexual, and those don’t pan out
as far as any real proof, but it seems to be very current. There
! are also all kim{s of stories about his girls and striptease girls
— he spent time with them all the time, and
there are somej stories that he is a bisexual. :
Thereisn’t any questior but what Ke planned to go down to
Cuba, and he Jlid, and the story was that it was in regard to
armfaments . . + My recollection is that orie of the stories was
- that he was to try to sell guns and ammunition to Castro.

Mr.ernk'i'n: That is all denied, and that he was going down
there to make; the money on other kinds of sales but not
anything that |was nanitions or armaments. There is no
. explanation of where tie was there, what he did, or who his
connections wére. He had all kinds of connections with the
..minor underworld, 1 think you would call it, in Dallas and
Chicago, but I don’t —.it isn't apparent that any of the
| important people in the underworld would have given him
;any considemt;jn atall ... S
seem that ht might have — he might be the
kind. of person ‘they might try to_use. He was a ‘habitue
apparently of the police department, and was able togotoany
part of it nt‘any time, and they knew him .... -

Srrt.'Cu;)p(fr: There hasn’t anything been developed T -
_that they knew each other. : .

Mr. Rankin: There is no éhnwing of connection, there is no
showing that Oswald was the kind of person that would hang .
around the joints that Ruby had, either .. -

o B3 ¥
“The Commission apparently gave no credence to claims by o
Dallas attorney!who told the' FBI that he overheard Oswald and
Ruby discussingion October 4 (the duy after Oswald returned from=
Mexico) plans ty assassinate Gov., Connally of Texas. The attorney -
* said the meeting was af Ruby’s Dallas’nightclub, the Carousel.
On Jannary 29, Texas Attorney General Waggoner Carr wrote
Rankin, suggesting'that the Directors of the FBI and the CIA be
asked to provide the names of all their agents who were in the Dallas.”
1963. This was in reference to
hat Oswald had Serveit as an FBI undtxcover

I -

- the allegations
informer.” -5
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On February 4, Carr wrote another letter to. Rankin,

. complaining that the Commission had broken x.‘s commitient to the

Texas Court of Inquiry that it would lét it participate in the
Washington-based investigation. The Commission had taken
Marina Oswald’s testimony after its January 27 session but Texas
representatives were not invited. Al!hough this letter, too, is in the
Archives, ils existence became known nly in September, .1975.

Carr told The Nexw Republic that Ihﬁéommission had committed

. a serious error in ignoring his suggestion that all Da”ns based FBI

and CIA age nls be interviewd.
Meehng of the Commlssmnmn Feb‘ruary 24, 1964

This was a 10-minute session wx}x.lnly Chief Justice Warren, Sen.

Cooper, Rep. Ford, Allen Dulles and General Counsel Rankin in -

. attendance. The Commission was mf?lmg for the first time in four.
.weeks. In the meantime it had taken Marina Oswald’s testimony,

but it was still unable to dispose of the allegations that Oswald had -

been an FBI undercover agent. Rankin informed the Commission
that affidavits had. been obtained from FBI Director' Hoover and
individual bureau agents as Well as inferviews with Dallas o/fxfm[s
and newspaper reporfers. But, Rankin shid, all the reports “show

" negative.” Rankin went on to erplmn ‘the status of the investigation.

. This executive meehng of Ihe Commissib}

Mr. Rnnkm
. the address in the telephone number book of Lee Oswald had

in it the name of [James| Hosty [the FBI agent], and his .
“‘telephone number and his automobile;Jicense, and that it

. Chmrmzm e

| |

. As you recall, we mformed you before that

wasn’t in the transcription’ df that infdrmation which ‘was
furnished to us by the FBI. And we have written to the FBI to

ask them| an official i mqunry, how that could happen, and to -

furnish us: all :of the information concerning that occurrence.

And we have»not received a reply yet. | »,' .

~1Is there any .,. action needed7

Mr. Rnnlan No. We plan to follow upon this whole problem,

as the Commission has indicated, of claims about undercover

agents, and we are gomg to report to you. L

Rep. Ford: There w1ll be reports from |other aglencxes aside

from the FBIZ? ! i ! I

Mr. Rankin: Yes, the sa‘me inqui'ry‘ addressed “tbi them
- Before ad;aurmng, Ihe Camm sion held a brwf off- .‘hr-rerord

dlstusswn nol recorded by the official reparfrr £ f

I
Meeting of the Commnssxon on March 16 ;1964

The Commission held ai !hree minute mee!mg lo approve a
resolution gavernmg ‘the queshonmg of witnesses by'staff members.

The Cammlssmn had existed for three-and-a- half’m nths at the -

time of this action. Theé session, attendediby. Chief Juskice Warren,-
Sen. Cooper, Rrp Ford, John J. McCloy and Gml’ml Counsel ].
Lee Rankin, was the first one since Feb uary 24.

‘ Meetmg of the Commxssxon on Aprll 30, 1964

n was more than five wt'eks

after.the previous session. Chief JusticeWarren, John . M[Cléy
and Allen Dulles met with Counsel Rankin, [orJ!wo hoursand 15
minutes. Rep. Ford was away in Michigan, Rep: Boggs was in
Louisiana, Sen. Russell was bj usy at the Senate and, Sen. Cooper
could spend only 30 n*mu!rslwrlh ithe Commxssm'n bmmse of
pressing Senali business. Pl

Although the Commlssmn had been working far m’arly five

on

The New Republic

months and its staff had already conducted 300 interviews of
witnesses, the Commissioners were still disturbed about the gaps and
contradictions in the material they had been studying. The question
of whether Lee Harvey Oswald might have been an FBI or CIA
undercover agént remained unresolved. More than'three months

had elapsed since this allegation was first brought before the .

Commission — on January 22 — but FBI Director Hoover and
CIA Director John A. McCone had not yet testified under oath on
this point. This was the black clond hanging over the Commission.
Allegations concerning Oswalil’s ties with US intelligence agericies
were appearing in the world press. Despite a decision by the
Commission on January 27 that Mr. Rankin should confront
Hoover about the Oswald problem, Sen. Cooper found it necessary
on April 30 to insist that it would be proper to call the heads’ "of the

~ FBI and the CIA to testify on the Oswald claim. The Commission,

it seemed, still feared 'a confroptation with Hoover. Cooper also

“urged that Secretary of State Dean Rusk be called to testify on

Oswald’s stay in Russia between- 1959 and 1962, a period that

" continued to mystify the Commission. Finally Cooper expressed his
- concern about contradictions betpeen testimony from witnesses
before the Commission and press reports on interviews with the same”

witnesses. Five months into the investigation, the Commissioners

- had not yet set foot in Dallas; now Cooper was suggesting tha the

time had really cometo visit the assassination site. And, above all

_ the Commission kept worrying about its credibility. It also wondered

whether the Secret. Service had improved- its methods for the
protection of the Prrsm'rnf

|
Mr. Dulles: . ‘W:th regard to the State Department, | thmk

we also ought to have-some testimiony from them as to the

normal practice re' American defectors to Russia, get some °

little background information .. . I was interested in this case
reported just yesterday about this Soviet couple — the
Soviets would not let them leave. I think thereare different
circumstances in the Oswald case. But still I think we ought to
get a little of that testimony. . |:

. We had a'little question the other day, when the Secret

"Service were' here, about the mformanon with regard to the

protection of the President. Certain of that is undoubtedly
classified, and we don’t want to put on the record where the
disclosure of it would endanger the President. But it seems to
me that maybe the Commission should hear that testimony
— because it is very difficult for us to judge and pass upon
whether the protection is adequate or 4'\

It wnsmlrmdy clear that the Commission would not lmve its
report completed ot the secret June 1 target date. Rankin told the

Commissioners that thy transcripts of testimony, depositions and -

affidavits wauld be available to them in printed form around June 1.
But the problrm facirg the Commission was how to mdld all this

‘material into a comprehensive report. The Commissidhers were

realizing that & report alone would not be enough, Fhat actudl
testimony would lmw to be presented to the public as well,

Mr. Dulh’s 1 suggest that'we might want to consider sendmg
aletter to the State Department, merely pressing them toget
an answer, if they can, from the Soviet.’] think that would_be
important for the record. The Soviet may not answer in time,
anyway. But they always delay, and you never ‘get an answer
out of’ them if you don't keep pressirfg them‘

Clmmnnn I have'spoken twnce within the last 10 days to the
Secretary of State, and he has told me he is pressing them;, and
was going, to"speak to them personally on.it several days
: i
e B

ot without knowmg'—
_what measures are being taken .... |~
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rt oy:_ .. Tacome back on.the Secret Service report —
that r't of ur chqrge which relates to the protection of the
Presi -frﬂ' ... Iwas |ed to this belief more firmlylafter hearing
Eve ral of the Secret Service people that were testifying
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— everi though there may be elements in that 1. Ithink we

: clearw nh‘ver want to ‘publish, because it mlght affect ‘the-

" futuré ‘c.ekurity of the President or people next in line — but.

mind jt part of.it ... could securely be put'on the record
and wiiticould be ehmmated ) St
* The "_;one Secret Servicé man that T think we p}robably -
shouldghlive: testify, and that.is Mr. Clinton Hill, wHo 1"
under ‘is the man who endeavored to get on the car just .
after t hots Heé was the closest next to Mrs. Kennedy| He
waSth X osest one to the $cene, as the pictures show,He
could g de ugsome information that might be of pertinence.
And Itk it would be improvident of us not to hear hls
testimans at first hand . : g
The r{l‘ u don’t have down here... anysuggestion that we *
" intervié| ';'* -hé President. I am not so sure it is necessary forus’
to inqu of the' President, but I-am inclined to think that *
‘maybe y'o Brsomebody — you, Mr.Chief Justice, could speak
to himia u. ‘it and see whathe has to say. Maybe we don't *

" trying to do what we can to betteér pro!cct the lives of our -

“mony! *:

that v} ouight togointo that ... and then we can make tip our~

it
have toﬁibanythmg on the record — but maybe just-to close
that particu ar incident, with that particular piece of tésti-

i

N

. v
M(Gaﬁ'appmnd to be rz'[r rring
Ommld ng“ o]

ito the a”fgzd hes be!wern

‘ oy Then lam also conscious that you, Mr. Rankm,
B kxpus to get a little more lnformahon about Oswald s

1 . B -

MWe got that. We sent team down there. We

complete exploration orlt We are getting some’
ngterial to follow up. But that will_be very
#Cerything that we could possibly get, arﬂ:H..thmk
that the CIA and the FBI did a remarkably good ;ob down
there forus! . | - |

Chairman: (\5 I understand it, they had the cooperahon of the
Mexican authqrmes too .... o ;

Myr. Dulles:
scope of our responSIblhtles in a mattersuch as r‘ecommenda-
tions, as to whether any change should be madé withiregard
to_respective functions of the FBI and Secrét- Service in
protecting the President ..
guns in interstate commerce; and boxes at post offices in false
names and things of that kind. Are those all matters jthin
our general jurisdiction, to what extent, and should wé. just

point them up, or are we suppbscd to make recommenda—

tions? ...

Chairmmx ... ‘There is nothing set about us mnkm;., nny,
recommendatlons in this area. But | have an 1dca that thereis .
something implicit in the establishment of the Commiséion
that we ought to not let this chance go by without at least

.Presidents .... 1

Mr. Dullest ... Wewere s(smew.hat surprised, lthir\l{' to have
the Secret Service testify that when they wentidown to-

Dallas, from theif own flles and records they were not glven a’

1"
CEL % 5 E s : i
i

’mlnds And if there

Iv

. 13m not ennrely clear in my mmd asto'the: . -

. The question of transmlttmga‘
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|
single name that should

be investigated or watched or taken
care of . )

The thieme v[ credibility was weighing heavily on Warren's
mind, leading him to the rxtraordinary suggestion to involve the
heads of the hwo principal|US news services in the investigation.
Warren's idea seemed to be that.in this fashion the Commission
would protect its flank af least as far as-the wire services were
concerned. * - -

Chairman: ... It might be a good thl?l? if we were to ask to
come down here the president of the Associated Press, and
the president of United Fress International, and tell them that
we would like to have them examine their reports and files on
the assassination, to confer with their people who are familiar
with it, and then perha

minds as to_what shoul be investigated.
i'think that by doing tHat:we could establish to them that we
had investigated evejy ling that they|m|ght have in their
rg any areas that are unexplored, we
could'explore them, an “then at the end, perhaps, we could.

take the testimony of those two gentlémen and ask them —

ow, on the basis ofal you have heard from your reporters
anYl from your files afid from everything that has beeh said
and done, do you b libve there is any area here that is
u explored do you beli¢ve that there is any real conflict that

shpuJd call for furthet veshgatlon7" .2. Andlamjustof the
ion that we coul get a statement from them that would
be}f a confirmatory nature so!far as our report is concerned.

And'overseas | would think that if those men with the means

they have at hand to’ g{et these rumiors, and to look into them,

- that if they were Sﬁ?ls ied,.it would have a lot to do wnh

allaym}, some of thc-s[e umors.

Mr. McCloy: I think this isan important suggestion, because

- the extent and the 7 rlety and the quantity of this'type of
‘article which has -ap ein ed throughout Europe akes our

reportall the more important in order to clarify this situation,

* because, generally speakmg, from the reports that come to me
there is a deep-seated feeling that there .
“is a deep conspiracy here ‘there are elements. of suppression

lfroml all Europe, . .

mvoived in’it, all

Dyllrs thotught !71[1!1”“' Commission should obtain a copy o[a
hook by the Ame nrm} wnh’r Thomas Buchanan, published in-
London, raising the conspiracy. theory. The book was available in
every London Imolcsturje lbut Dullés offered to ask ‘my formr
associates” af the CIA to 'arrange through the British services” to
get a copy. This was a qoml example of hoto intelligence agencies o

_things the hard way. MrClml, also worried about opinion abroad,
* suggested that the State Department brief the Commission “so that

we have a better mnn’pf of qhat the rlmrqrs are and what our
n'cpnnsrhrhlu'c are in consection with that.” The Commission then
held an off- Hn'-m‘onl discussion, presuinably on’ these bubjt‘(lb.

. Cooper was loncerned that the investigation was “weak”

circumstances of his rettrn fo the United States in 1962, He wdnted _
to ‘kifow 1what the Stale Department had in its rrranla on these

- points. He also wanted more m[ormnhon about George (v

Mohrenschildt, a Russian-born oit engineer who, along with his

wife, was a member of the Russian- speaking community in Dallas.

The couple had befriended Marina Oswald, and, curiously, they

wnmi to be the only ])1'}7]’11’ who hml' Lnown well both the Oswalds
1 4 B R i

-
-

assigni one of their top people who .
.. could ¢ come down here to see us and discuss on a confidential
. basisi— not for publication — anything that may be in thenr

conee rning . Osnmlrls ‘activities in the  Soviet Union and Hw .

~
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- called (Henry) Wade,: Prosécuting Counsel .
.and we would probbbly not -

. somebody who is incompetent. . "
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and President and Mrs. Kennedy. The deMohrenschildts were
living in Haiti at the time oﬂlhr assassination. There was a touch of
mystery surrounding them, and after Warren told Copper that de
Mohreg;srhxldl had made a “full depasrhon, the Commission
engaghd in an off-the{record debate. '

Next, -the Commission worried for awhile about the cost of
printing enough copfes of the final report and accompanying
volumes of testimony.'Dulles agreed with Warren that-most of the.
testimony (but ot all) should lfe published “so 'nobody can say you
have not tried to make the whole thing secret.” Rankin commented”
that the Budget Bureau told him that “the Commission would geta
lot of complaints from the pubht and that lhe President would, too,
if there wasn't the supparhng materials ...” The Budget people, ‘he
said, thought lhat it would hot be des:rable just to print the report
and place the other materials in the National Archives.

The Cnmmxsslon then tirned to a dtsrussum of Jack Ruby as a

. potential wxlnzss

"~ Mr. Rankin: The last thm(J that has happened on l’hat
. the question ofhls present dompetency tostand trial, and that -

issue, according to Texas la, is to be submitted toajury ... 1
. He said that
this development had comejup .
want to be taking any te: tlmony until that question was
resolved. ‘

And I would recommend to you that we don't ‘get mvolved
‘in anything like that until that question is decided, because he
.might just use the Commxss:on for an exhibit A as-to his
condition. : ! :

. Mr. McCloy: 1don’t see how we can examlne anybody whose

competency to be exapnined is in questlon e

[]atk Ruby was tried between February l? and March 14
“convicted of the murder, with malice, of Lee Harvey Qswald, and
“sentenced to death. His lawyers appealed the verdxd on grounds of

hts incompetence.] i .' :

Mr McCloy: You see, they ave had thet ial. . Nowntls;ust
this -question — .1 suppose the allegatlon has frequently
occurred — since the time of the trial, under sentence, this
fellow: has lost ' his competency, and .you don’t execute

Chammm Tl’llS, Allen has absolutely ngapplxcatnon legally to

‘his sanity at the time of the commission of the crime. Thishas

..to do with his present sanity, and- whether you can execute

"'~ can, and putting it into the record anyway

_him in his present mental condition. . W

And if they find him i insane, all it will do will be to suspend
the power of the State to execdte him untxl such time as they
find he i is no longer insane.

M. Dulles: Does he go to prigon? '

‘Mr.,; MtCon He goes-to a mental mshtuhon Itis perfectly
clear we cannot examme him 3 thxs stage.
I

; Chmrman . Iwould thmk‘whether they find him sane or -
insane, if he is W|ll|ng to talk to us, we:should talk to him.’
Maybe we would not want tq take his testimony. But if he is
willing to talk to us, !l thmk we1 ‘ought to talk to hlrn and take
his story, and use it for the purpose of- checkmg out, if we

. But F'would not

do it at this stageL : S

] Mr. "McCloy: Whether he wzls sane or _ihbane?
; e

 Chairman: Yes . ... ; = .| o

The New Ropnbli_c

The Commission turned again to the long-delayed question of
some of its membrrs traveling to Dallas to inspect the assassination
site. | .

Mr. Rankin: Well, we have had several memberts that felt that
there should be a visit by members of the Commission to
Dallas before a report was made. | have had a number of the
staff [whol felt that there probably would be criticism by the

public if we didn’t have someone from the Commission,

maybe one member would be enough, to go down there and
see the scene and come back and report to the rest of the
members .... - . .

Autopsy pictures of President Kennedy's body also seemed to pose
a serious problem for the Commission as Rankin informed the panel,

. There were contradictions between the reports provided by Texas

and National Naval Medical Center doctors, and Gov. ]ohn

“Connally’s testimony concerning the trajectory of the assassin’s,

bullets. The Commission appeared-to be grappling with the same!

problems in this aren as critics of the report were to do subsrqurnfl j )

Mr Rankin: .

. that the bullet; . probably passed through the President

and then through Governor Connally. And we now have the

testimony . of Governor Connally that that couldn’t have
-happened. He is certain it didn’t happen. And that the bullet
that struck him is one that did not hit the President.

We also have some drawings of President Kennedy which

are reconstructions by the .men that participated in the .

,autopsy. And these men have not seen those pictures of the
‘autobs but they had these drawings made, and we don’t
i know Whether those drawmgs conform to the pictures of the '

autopsy oH not.
Now, I thought we could avond havmg those pictures bemg
a part of our record, becausé the family has a strong feée xng'
about them, and I think we should respect it insofar as
possibly be done, and carry out the work of the Commxssnon—

beeause they don’t want the'President to be remembered in
: connection with those pictures .

B

But-I do feel that a doctor and some member of the
Commission should examine them sufficiently so.that th y
could report to the Cbmmnssnon that there is nothihg
inconsistent with the other findings in connéction with the

matter in those pictures. In' that way we can ‘avoid any’ -

question that we have p3ssed anything up that the Commis-
sion should know or that we haven‘t tried to take advantage

" of mformahon that should be available to us . S

Chamnan . But witHout puttmg those p:ctures in our,
record. We don twant those inourrecord. .. It would make it

a morbid thlng for all time to come . "

l
The Cunmnsswners went lm(lc once more; fo Hmrdm’ussmn of
whether Hoover and McCone should testify before the group about

We havea very serious problem in the record .

the nll?gahuns that Oswald may “have been ‘an FBI or CIA .

undercover agenl They y had ln’mdt'nlmqwxlh it, mmnrlusmvlv, for
over three months.

Chmrmml . lTam mclmed to thlnk that we ought to take

their testlmony And there is another reason I would like to .

take their testimony — because of staterents both from the

rlght and the left, that there has been a conspiracy. I would )

like to ask Edgar Hoover whether he has, as a result of the
mvestlgatlon of his bureau, any evidence mdlcatlng that there

) has been a conspiracy thh anybody, governmental individu-

17—




- Mr. Rankin: .

_ foreign press is sort of picking that up and saying
. hardly believable that the Brother of the President would

| -
)

T R

Attorney General. I

Chairman: Yes, as brother: And ifhewasto testh that he had
no information, I would think with any reasonable person it
would have tremendous force ....

B

. 1think that what you say about the Attorney
General ‘is very -important, too, because I notice that the
it is

stand by if there was some conspiracy in the United States to

dispose of his brother. So Ithink that ‘might be the most "

mpresswe thing we had, was the testimony | of those three

Y men . ¢

The last item-on the aqmuin of the /\pnl 30 nm’hnq was
Presidential protection. However, Rankin reminded the Commis-

. sioners that this was Hu area that Congressman anl said he
*wanted to. participate in.

" Ford was not present at the mecting, and -

September 27, 1975 \l

al or 0therw1slve And 1 think we also o ght to ask John
McCone the saLne thing . ) [

Mr, M(C[oy “Xamine him as a brol‘herl rather than as ..

41

Most of ‘the Commission’s time during May was devoted to the
taking of sworn testimony. This included the testimony hy FBI
Director Hoover and CIA director McCone, received on May 14,
dealing largely with_ allegations that Oswald had been “a
government tindercover agent.-Nearly four months had elapsed
_between the time the Commission first heard these allegations—at
the* secret- session on January 22—and Hoover’s and McCone's
hsmnany under oath before the Camnnssmn

In hié testimony (the full text appears in Volume V of the

v “Contmission’s hearings, published in September, 1964, along with

th report), Hoover said that “I can most emphatically say that at no
tise was he [Oswald)] an employee of the Bureau in any capacity,
_either as an agent or as a special employee, or as an informant.”
. Furthermore; Hoover testified that “I have been inable'to find any
-scintilla of evidence showing any. foreign conspiracy or any domestic
rnm;nm(v Hm[ (u[mnmled in Hn’ a<sn~:>mnhon of Pn’snh o
Kmm‘dy
. Although Alle ;l Du”m Hu fnrmzr CIA director, had told the
“ommission duriig the January 27 executive session that Hoover
would never admit Oswald’s employment, even if it were true, he did
ot challenge . Hoover's testimony at™ the: May 14 hearing.

im, was present. Hoover acknowledged that althongh Oswald

the. Chairman agreed to postpone this discussion until the nr,ry"'\wnax’qf’nvr Carr, }(u Texas attorney general, who first reported this

session. O September 5, 1975, Gerald Ford, now Pruuivnfnf!lu

United States, was the target of an abortive n«ncsmnlmn dttemptin- -
Sacramento, Calif. ‘

Before adjourning, the Commlssxoners nqm'd on Hu necessity of
inchaling a biography of Lee Oswald in the final report..-Rankin
provided an intriguing explanation for this need, perhaps suggesting

: unrmxsfmuslu wlm! the Commission’s verdict would be.

Mr. Rankin: Some of it will be necessary toitell the story and-

" to show why'it is'reasonable to assume that he d|d what the

Commlssmn concludes that he dxd do.

Mr. Dulhs If we left out, for example, hls stay in Ruséia and
things of that kind from the main report, somebody might say
we were burying that I thmk that part ought to. be in the main
report, probably

Meetmg of the Comm:ssxon on ]unc 4, 1964

The Comnmsmn hrld a 40-minute rm’t'lmq sp("nfrm”_/ devoted to
Rep. Ford’s angry. denunciation of ntws |.reports that the
Commissioners had already concluded that President Kvnm'dt/s
assassination was the act of a lpm' xmizmd:mlmid that there was vio
evidence that-he was working as an agent of a [urmgn government.
Such statements, Ford said, are “obviously [fnlsz' because the
Commission’ had not yr! reached any conclusions.. Fords ontburst
was another example o[ the feeling in the Conmussmn jhai outside ™
forces were applying pressuré o it to conclude thiat Lee Ostoald had -
acted alone, and that, therefore, the case should be close d. Several
months elvrlu’r —at the January 27.executivé session of the

_Commission — several members had expressed their displeasure,

over the fact that the FBI had virtually decided for the Commission”
that, indeed, Oswald was a long killer and|that the presidential
panel-was simply expected to confirm it. Howu.ur1 John J: McCloy
did indicate at er ]nm' 4 meeting that the press reports were not
altogether wrong: ... in respect of the frend of the testimony | thatwe
‘have had, they prabal:ly are 80 or 85 percent-accurates” - .

The' June 4 meeling was attended only by Chiéf Justice Warten,
Rep. Ford, McCloy, Allen Dulles, and Ccrwral Counsel Rankin.

The Commission had “held a meeting on May 19, but the

" Archives lms kept the transcript secret because it related to “personal

and wiedical files”. and disclosure would ‘constitute a t’ImrIj
unwarmnh'd invasion of personal prwncy

P b
S5 F

" after he made his statement to reporters,

_hind been a defector to the Soviet Union, the FBI did not consider it
necessary to give fm name to the Secret Service prior to President
Kennédy's visit td. Dallas.” Hoover testified that FBI agents had
intervicwed- Oswald" three times after his return from the Soviet
Union in 1962 to'try to umbhsh whether he'had been recruited by
- Soviet mh”qu'na'[ — "and that* agents had- interviewnd Marina
_Oswald on separate occasions .— but he failed to inform. the

Commission that! Oswald had visited the FBI office in Dallas: *
* several days b:/on' the assassination to issue a written warning

agaipst further lnllxrvu'ws of his wife by bureaw agents.

L The Warren report said that the last pre-assassination contact
between the EBI aqud’ Ostoald had been in August, 1963, when he
“wasimterviewed at a New Orleans jail after his arrest following a

< skreet scuffle. Oswoald was involved in a fight with anti-Castgo
exiles while distributing leaflets in favorof Premier Castro. On?
on August 31, 1975 — alwost 12 years [ater — did the FBI
atknowledge that Qswdld had torittensuch a threatening note to the
Burean and that the wote was destroyed by unknown persons. FBI
DirectoiClarence M. Kelley saitl that despite his nate, Oswald was

. not pldced wnder active surveillance.

Not even this threat led the FBI to supply Oswalil’s name to the .

SecretService prior to President Kennedy's visit to Dallas. Kelley
_said that-FBI agents in Dallas had inexplicably kept secret their
knowluiqz' of the Oswald note for “almost 12 years.”
Eurthermore, there is nothing inHoover’s testimony concerning
analleged request-by Pju' FBI to the Dallas police to retract a public
statemenit made-on. Hhe* assassination day by a police licutenant that
the bureait. had kiowon beforchand that Oswnld could be a threat to
“the President. According to information released in September,
1975 _by the former Dallas police chief, ].E. Curry, an “FBI agent
" identified as James Hosty had told police lieutenant Jack Revill that
thé Burean knew that Oswoald was a’threat to Kennedy.

© Revill n'porha”t/ transmitted this mfornmlmn to Chief Curry.

whe' in, turn relayed it to newsmen-on November 22 In May,
1964, Curry sent Warren a registered letter advising him that
[ received a telephone call
| from Myr. Gordon|Shanklin, special agent in chatge of the Dallas
" office of the FBi, n} which Mr. Shakklin stated that the Bureaw was
extremely desivous' that 1 retract my statement to the press. I then
appeariit before thie press amd retracted my statement .. "
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Currl/ added in his letter to an'n that prmr to the nlh’qui
remarks by FBI agent Hosty, the buredu had given no indicationsto
the Dallas police that Oswald was in the city and that he might | be
dangerous. Curry did not explain why he waited five months ito
advise the Warren Commissioni of this episode. He claimed in a
newspaper| interview on Septe smber 1975, thaf the- Commission
failed to py {su[[n’n'nf attention to his m[arn;nhon

Revill, tho headed the Dallas police intelligence section, testified
before the Warren Commission on May:13, 1964, that Hosty, the

FBI agent, had told him that “Lee Oswald killed President Kennedy ®

2 He is in our Communist file . .. We knew he'was here in Dallas
. We had mfnrnmhon that this man was capable of committing
Hns assassination.” The Cnmnnssmn s report mentions this episode,
but says that Hosty denied in sworn testimony that he had ever made

" such comments to Revill. Hmurvyr the report ignores Clhiief Curry's

statement in his letter to Warren that lhei FBI had asked him to
retract the statement to the prjrss This, HJen,_xs_mw!her mystery
concerning the Commission’s work. The sublject was not discussed in

the. Commission’s executive sessions for |which transcripts are -

availahle. However, the Imnsc“xpl of the
after Revill’s testimony—is mnung the to ‘still- withheld by the
National Archives. - -

ilel on June 4 .‘o receive Ford’s
ailed to ineet its own
And-as Ford pointed
final con Iusxons

By, the time the Comrmssron
complaints abgut news leaks,"it had already
secret June 1 target date for issuing the report
ont, the ommission had not yet rdached any

Rep. Ford Mr. Chief Justice, a d membars of t eCommls—
sion, my comments at ‘this point concerr|a number of news

. stories that have recently appeared in the press throughout’

"the country. Thejarticle in The Christian Scwnfr Monitor of a day
“or so ago is rather typical. ar

.* It saysnin effect, and | quotel—“Commxssmn members have

come _to the conclusion that President Kénnedy’s assassina-
tion was the act of a lone individual. There s no evidence that
he was workmg in any way as an ageni’ of a foreign
government.” | w'
-Now, I would like to make at least one pomt
First. Any statement that ommission members have come

Com'm,ifsi n has not discussed these matters-as a Commis-
'my knowledge. The Commissionias a whole fas faras 1
Qw, has made no final judgment. Now/ the staff of the
ission, individually or ollectblvely, ay havé come to
nclusigns such [as this. Héwever, ‘the staff,
have ino mght to make such
|mphcahons to the press, not has any Federal agency, nor has
" any individual member of the Commisgion. :

I regretfully say that if thesj(news sto}:es persist, Ipossnbly

have no other alternative than the obhga’tlon to express to thc

‘the views that I hat ated ere. . i

s obvxously! false, bedayse the’

Yi19 session—six days :

\ - :
Chairman:- Well, CongressmaL, may I|say, so far as I am -

. I personally canndt
account for. hny of these storiés : . .1 have urged Mr. Rankin,
and I"am sure he has urged the staFF ngt to dISCUSS thetn
either. I am inclined to think that much/ of this comes from
thin air and from speculation J. . I don’t Know how, however,
we can let them bait us into making some statements that
would deny it. That is my o Iy problem We don't get any
“place by denying that certain things' are the facts;

Most of them (the newspapers) |F ‘not all, start out or -

‘ora source close to the Commission *

- contain in the substance of the amcle a Commnsslon source, :

Rep. Ford: By these kinds of articles, lhey are creatmg an
atmosphere throughout the countrythatw;ll Ithink, createa
predetermined public opinion’of what we may or'may not
have come to .
planting or leakmg these stoned ‘And I mustgoback toaletter
that I think you received on behalf of the Commission early in
December where, as I recall Mr. Katzenbach wrote and asked,
among other things, onle, if the Commission would release a
statement to.the effect that there was no foreign involve-
ment, there was no cons’piracy, orin the alternative that we as
a Commission would authorize the Department of Justice to
make such a release. ' 4

I think the Commission-used good judgment in'denying
both requests . .. And ever since that time, and in a growing
intensity, and in growmg volume now, there is this kind of
newspaper propaganda‘with the'same intent in mind.

I have some personal conclusions, but I cannot prove them,
so I don’t want to make any allegations.

But it disturbs me". . : I want no newspaperman nor some

. mleldunl or Federal ngency implying that ] have made a

decision or that the Commission has made a decision when
the facts are | have come to no specific conclusion yet, and as
far as I know the Commission |tse|f has come to no such
conclusion. o ; e ;

Clmirnmn . I saw two or three days ago a short article ~. .

which sand that the Commission was spht on the questionof

whether Oswald was the sole perpetrator of thiscrime or not.

. If they are going to increase in tempo and in number; at
least until we make a decision, theyare inaccurate . . . [ think
the Commnssxon ought to at least think about at thls point
making a statement to the effect that no decision has been

made'. . . And perhaps that is enough. At least’ “that would
nullify the guts of what most! of these stories include. It would
undercut the speculahon whxch is rampant at this point. [am
just’ wondering if that would' give -furtherance to the
statement though, that we, are spht on it.

) Rrp‘ Ford: That is a ry'latter of judgment. ) .

I
M. McCloy: T am absolutely astounded at this spate of
articles, and wherethey ¢comle from. They must come from
some place’ very c]ose to the Commission . . And then in

respect of the trend! of the testimony that we have had, they -

prok ably are 80 or:85 percent accufate. I don't know how
any times I have been stopped in New York and people
saying, “I see, Jack, what your Commission js going to come

" outwith. The report has already been written for you, hasn't

it?” 1‘ think. the thing has gotten to a point where I believe the
Commission should say we-have come to nd conclusions oh
this thing yet, that the articles to theeffect that conclusions of

" thel Commission have already , Been, found are totally

= Re ;fr Ford:Tonly. brought it up because these stories. .

) Ch‘mrnmn:

maccurate, that we do hope to have a report within a
relatively short period of time in which dur conclusions will be
stated, but they are now merely in the process of formulation.
.are,in
effect preemphng what we may or’may not say

.1 can see that as the time gets shorter and it
looks as thoug)‘\ we are getting to the point-where we are
going to file a'report, that these things, they are starting to
spcculate about them more and more as hme oes on until it

s comcs out .

Rep. E_ord.

The lrouble now Mr Chlef}ushce, is as we get
o .

L ok 2 7 .
., o : ad ot
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. In my judgment, somebody somewhere is -
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down to the wnre they, by their own initiative or otherwxse

are’ putting tl-ie imprimatur of the Commlssxon whén they’
say a source close to the Commission, or a.spokesman for, or

something els¢ . .. Three months ago it wa's pure speculation.
g P P

But now they are addmg an unofﬁcxal stamp to what they are

S wn!lng

Chairman: . ..
the taking of testimony is: nearing an endy
Commission is giving consideratioh now to the report that it
hopes to write in the near future, that it has made no final

conclusions as yet, in fact has not discussed fmal co clusnons .

as a Commission.

a ) :
Rep. Ford: That couldn’t be better. R

Chairman:’If that is agreeable to everyone, we wall put that-"

" out after this meeting.

StOfIQS

Mr. MrClov Unhl you complete the. teshmony you cannot
have a fmal conclusion ;... - i

'Chamnmt All nght We will see 1f this won tstoplt ] hopa 0.’

Meetmg of Commlssxon on June 23, 1964

Thie. Commission held an rrr(uhve session on ]um‘ 23. Howz'ver !hr
National Archives has-refused to release the Imnsmpf bmmse the

CIA requested continuing secrecy. The meefing. apparently dealt

with CIA information concerning Hu'_ period: betwren. 1959 and
1962 when Lee Oswald lived in the Soviet Union, and Hwﬂgrn(y's,
ef[or.‘s to obtain material on Oswald during his stay in Russia as

well las his visit to Mexico City late in Sth'mber and early in-. . .
October, 1963. The New Republic reqhested . Jane Smith,
Director, Civil Archives Division of the Nnhbnal.Arrluvrs, to set
forth in writing the reasons for the denial of the June 23 transcript.?
- Miss Srmﬁ

s leHe} dated September 5, 1975, said in pﬂrf-

.The transcnpt of the executive sessian ofjune 23 1964,
is wnthheld from research under'5 USC (b) (1) as amended
“matters that are : .. specifically authorized under- cnterm

“established by an Executive Order to’be i(ept secrepm the .

interest of national defense or forelgn pollcy ‘and aré in fact
properly classified pursuant to such Executive Order.” In

reviewed by the Central Intelligence A‘gency because “it -
relates to Yuri Nosenko, the Soviet defector. In response to

our request for a review of the transcript the' 'CIA asked that |

the request for access be denied “in order to protect sources
and methods and other information related to our operahonal
equmes "oy . R

-

Meehng of Commnssmn Members th Psychmtnc Panel’ on

© July 9, 1964

- search for Oswald’s possible .mative., in! a:snssnmhnq President™

" Two mémbers of the Warren Conmnssmn——~MrC10v anl Dulles—

rmd Commission staff members held a seven-lotr-meeting with
Ahiree psychiatrists to develop a pcﬂhnluqrmlpro[rh' o[ Oswald. The

“ purpose of this meeting—Rankin described it-‘as “an . ‘informal

colloguty, interrogation and z"qummhml IJ_/ the! ziodor> —1as o

K( wnedy through a shudy of his ]u'rsmmlzh/ l

"The thiee doctors had studiéd most of the bmempluml material -

nvnllnblr on“OswnId—s—lmsrd on nunierans earlier | mhrvuws uuih

L
SN i A I
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. . - .
Suppose we made a statement to the effect that
that the ~

- Normgn Redlich,

. : . . v the people .
response to a prevjous request for access, the- transcnptwas-‘ peop

i
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witnesses by the, Commission, its staff, and the FBI but they
cantioned,the Commissioners that hard conclusions were impossible
- given the fact that Oswald-could not be interviewed psychiatrically.
The Commission .appears t6 ‘have used this material in a highly

selective nmnm'r incorporating some of the views of the doctors in:

the final re port while rejecting others. For example, it ignored the
medical hypothesis, that Oswald probably did wot have a killer
instinct and, most importantly, that Oswald’s rejection by Marina,
his wife, on the cve of the assassination mayhave triggered, in an
jmmediate sense, his decision to try to kill the President.
Compitring the transcript of the July 9 meeting with the final

report, it appears that the Commission used the medical material

~both tg construct. Oswald’s biography and, up to a point, to justify its

- ¢onelusion that he had acted alone in the assassination. However, the .

report shied away from ascribing a clgar motive to Oswald.
Although at-least one of the doctors insisted that:the Commission

- i yinglude a statement to the offect that it drew on the psychiatrists’
¢ Rep. qud I think it clears the air, and I thmk it is the it of .
action that will, | hope put to rest some of these speculahve )

ipanel in its investigation, the report failed todoso, The frnnsmpf of
“lhxc meefing was fmri of the puhl:shmi hearings accompanying the
Jrz'part i1t was dn§5lfu’d [or sever’ years following the ;mblrmhon of
Hu report. |
“The! 1mn<[r1;i[ fx”s 245 pnqw Int ailditiost lo McCloy and
'Dullrs, the srssnin was attended by Rankin, his special assistant
and staff members Wesley ]. Liebeler, Albert E.
]('nm'r Jr., W. David Slawson, and Houmrd Willens. The doctors
“were Dr. Dale: C| Cameron, then superintendent of St. Elizabeth’s
Hospital-in Washington, D.C. (a hospital for mental patients); Dr.
-Howard -P. Rome, -them, professor of psychiatry in the Mayo
Foundation (connected with the Mayo Clinic in Rochester,
. Minnesota) -and| president-elect of fhe American Psychiatric
 Association; and Dr. Davpid A. Rothstein, then staff psychiatrist at
" thel US- Medical Center for Federal, Prisoniers in Springfield,
Missouri. ' ) T
Opening the Hiscussion, .staff members dréw for the doctors
Oswald’s early History, his father’s death and the feelings of his
mother,” Mnrqueh!e Oswnld that somh/ treated poor widows
hnrshly l
Dr RoHrsh’m Thxs isintere hng because one of the things in
Several of ‘these. patients [persons who have threatened

Presidents of the US] wast ey,allhad ideas that Russia would

" ibe bettef or communism would be better and there seems to
“ibe an underlymg feeling that the government would be more
of amother flgure, providing more of the dependent needs of

“her [his mother s talk early in the beginning wduld have
dnrected him [Oswald] toward the idep that the government
‘should ineet these needs, _betause atleastin these people thatl
saw, | think one outstanding thjng was that it wasn't just the
.. anger toward a father figure but the anger toward a mother
who wasu&(really meetm;, k person’s needs for dependency.

Tl“- qrmllr d;srusm at somp length Oswald’s attitudes in scheol
mul outside, the’ “blend of awfthdrawal and agressiveness in his
. ;ur:mmh}l/ R S o

-D'r.. Cnnu'rdn: -~
“that as he tried to develop some masculine identity, then this
kind of hostile belligerent business would come out. Then he
gqtisquelched again. Then Re went into the Marines and there
- he was. Oswald: the' Rabbit,. until he began living with an
'(é‘l(‘nhﬂ girl at \jhlch time he again became quite bc]h;,orcnt
‘toward his péer in ternis of. comifig in late, making a racket at

. night ard do!ng everythinglhe could to annoy his peers at that

» v e i

-1 think perhaps this mightindicate that someof -

It souridediys though he was withdrawn, and

:




devil’s advocates toburselves ..

". he signed up for the Marine’ Corps.

“ would have been saved.

*raised why Oswald smuggled
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)uncture
Then again he wnbdraws from this, and lhat is when he |
akeé off for Russxa b ;

Dr. Cmm'ron ..t seems to me he has been a rehrmg lund of
person in a sense, not alone because he wanted to be alone,

" but because he was so terribly rejected/and as he tries tocome

out hé comes out in a hostile way, and then.gets “smacked
down and comes out in a hostile way again, and then if this is *
true, and if indeed he did, get rejected, in essence, by the
‘Russians, and I don’t know that, this would then become j
trigger a other hostile kind of outburst..

Mr. Ln'lu ler: ...1don’t want to put any thoughtsin anybody s
mind - . . but Oswald was discharged from a job;on April 6,
1963 and on April 10,1963 he apparently made his attempt on
the life of General Walker. . b <

Mr. Jenner: . .. We have to rernaih slieptics, as lawyers act as
. One of the things that we are

hoping we will obtain, we are already obtaining, is adv:ce from

"you gentlemen as to what we should look for .

Dr. Cameron: .

prompted him in this direction .:% . Hisimother had a great

_drive to be recognized by important pérsons She wanted to
be an important person’ herself, that she was graspmg, self-* _

cenlered selfish, and used her children for her own beneht

I think part of his mterest and to be in a comman ing or
controlling situation, I think part of his interest in commun-
ism may have grown out of the desire to be knowledgeable
about something about which a lot of other people weren't

.knowledgeal)le, and also because the lso-called: capitalistic
) is view and in his mothers treated her rather .
- badly, so_I think he would have a natural interest in other

_kinds of systems . . . i

system in hi

In Oswald’s case, a man who would defect and go in these
rcumstances shows that he is'perfectly capable of actmg on

dan er signal for this kind of boy . s :

_ 4Mr Liebeler: So. you. would certainly watch d'efectors7 g

Dr. Cameron: Yes, I certamly would ‘-‘I . “'l :
Mr. McCloy: He wasanachvnstthroughout In theflrstplace,'
e went over to the
Marine ‘Corps. He went off to Moscow He. went off to
Mexico. He got excited about the’ Cuban business. He printed-
the pamphlets and distributed therh on the corner of the
street. He shot at Walker. He shot at the Presndent

|
Dr. Cameron: If he had shot Walker the Presxdent probably

b1d did vot

mention associates in the
swald had made a written record of

Dr. Cnmeron noted that Os
Walker attempt. The fact that

"the Walker incident led to a discission as'tolwhether Oswald did not

ant to be caught in. the Kennedy assassination. The point was’

wrapped in fabnc : . :

Dr Rothstein: 1 am wondenrg whether he really wanted to
il ; :

"Dr..Cameron:

_ the word.

hisrifle from the Paines’ home in .
Irving to the Texas School Book-Deposifory building in Dallas
instéad of procuring another wéapon. A nfxghbor who drove him -
from 'lrving to Dallas on November 22, saw Oswnl?l carry the nﬂc

The New Republic

have this hidden and not be caught, because one outstanding
thing about almost every one of these people who threatens
the President was for one thing they have made some suicidal

" attempt in the past, and in at least a lot of them there was an

identification of this with suicide ... Oswald may havereally,
at least unconsciously, had a need or this was an event equal
to suicide in a sense . ...

Mr. McCloy: : .. I already talked about what seems to be his
killing instinct..He also talked, about _killing a good bit in his
papers ... when he .talked about Russia being his- own
country, he considered it his own country and it was a war. He
immediately said he would have to kill Amencnns, kill any
American ...7 :

would have a little trouble with the concept of
a killer mshnct llthmk this was a violent hostile paranoid
person, which is understandable in terms of his past history,
and that in his hostlllty and violence he would kill, yes. But I

* wouldnt attribute this to any, innate instinct in that sense of
I think it was more - the product of his life
i experiences, plus his innate personality, whatever talents he

1 thmk he had asort of pseudo mtellettual_ { was born with .

drive and some other personality problems that would have

Mr: Dulles His dlsappomtment in Russxa too was due in part
to the character of the state he found there He didn't
welcome that. He apparently rejected that.

Dr. Cmneron. o This fits in with your motherfconcept ina

- sense, the state with its collectivism which would supply the
- creature needs, and so Forth, and'yet he found that there was

too much authonty going along w‘xth this tosatisfy him. . .Is
it fair for me to assume that'there is-no reason to believe that
he was a tool of the Russians in his return in what he did?

Mr. Liebeler: ... We assume that he was not involved in a
consplracy, that he was'not a Russian agent of any sort-.

Mr. Dulles: You can assume e{actly what was said, hewas not
a“tool..I think, the evidence before the Commission preity
clearly brings that out. | i’hmk they -looked him over, but
re;ected him .. This is not the kmﬁ of man any intelligence

servu:e would want to plcld up. “ 3

Tlns was ihe first time that 2 Commission member slnledﬂully

- that- available evidence indicated that Oswald was not a Soviet

agent. The” Commission had apparently .accepted eﬁlrlzer the
assuraices by FBI director Hoover and C1A Director McCone that
Oswald had not been an undfrrnver agent in their employ. In this
fashion, the. Commtsswn wds grmlually ruling aul tonspxrnrj
théories. E i

Dr Rome: ... He comes back_from Russia, and now it is a
plague on both their houses. Neither of them have been able
to'really provide this kind of a satisfaction. Then there is this
business of trying to get to Cuba. ; !
Agaln, ‘this frenetic| kind of a search .all- around the
perlphery in an atterrlpt to locate and establlsh hlmSelf
. Rothstein: It may be stretchmg thmgs, but I think if
re)echon by a woman and mother is important, the possibility
off this having some ‘effect may be present. One of these
Presxdent threateners had written his threatenirig letters in
relahon to a woman who had left him who had rejected him
‘'some time later, but there was-a direct connéction between

;- thls, nnd it could be one factor. .

: }D_r. Cameron: And whetber [Marina] left [Oswald] of her own
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volition or whether through the intervention of the Russian -
community [in Dallas], Lée Harvey Oswald was once again "~

lemasculared ' 8 e

" Dr. Rothstein: ,’ I have some feeling mayHe the birth of the

second |child] had something to do with the dssassination, but”

I just want to r mark at this point that maybe some of this
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straightforward thing to say/in front of relative strangers as

fs

'}

. .

satisfaction out " of it. rather crude and completely
we were. | didn’t blame Lee f rgiving her a good whack in the

Dr. Rolhch'm He mx;,ht have peen eg;.,ed on by her to prove he

" was rcally masculirfe ...

idea of wanhng to go back to Russia also was related to that, '

because, after a}l, he came back to the Unitedl States after the
birth of the first child ... [Second child was‘born on October

20 - ) o

Thz' group next analyzed the Oswalds’ re Inhuns/up whcu HH’J

2moved together to New Orleans in Mm/, 7963 when Marina was
three months pregnant.

i

Mr. Licheler: [It] was my understanding, that their relation-
ship during this period in New Orleans was not bad

Mr. Redlich: M
attacks an her ..
say that Oswild seemed to deteriorate more in New Orleans.
There was more fantasy, you know, about his hijacking a

Marina has said that there were no hysncal:

. To get the full pxcture I thmk Matina did

: plane arid getting to Cuba and talkmg about being the prime .

i ta Irving to see Marina_on October 4. Next, he took
* Dallas under an ascumm' name. Thepanel, nfh'rlmrmg Oswald’s

minister in 20 years .... . f -

Oswald nlumm{ to Da”m[rmn Mexicoon Oflober 3 then went
rooin in

movements in September and. October, went back to Lee’s anid )
© Marina’s relationiship. The doctors felt increasingly Hm[ Marina
“was the key to Oswald’s behavior at Hml\mnmm' a poml Hre,

Commission did not bring out ml'vqlmh’lj in Hu’ Report.. -
TLivheler:

Manna smoke wouldn t let her drink, wou]dn t let her wear
lipstick.: He did not encourage her or help her to learn English;

eye. Once it'was all right, b}t he also exaggerated.”

Mr Liebeler: On'the weekenld nd prior to the assassination, Lee
called Marina and spoke to rer about cominig out to Paines
overthe week end, and beca se Mrs. Paine was going to have
a bnrthday party for one of her children, Marina told Lee that
he should not come to Irvin that weekend because “It might
not.be convement for Rut .” Oswald replied, according to

~ Marina’s tcshmony, “As yo wish. [f. you don’t want me to
" come’l won't.” - . . . } -

T/u' pam'( went bver mnh'rn I showing that Oswgld T .
rina.the evening before the|assassination and asked her to come
live with hiv in Dallds. Nothjng was settled and Oswald went to
~ bed af the Paines’ house two hours beforé Marina did. The next
morning, Nnm'm[n’r 22, he.got up before Marina did, left his
vuhimq ring on a resse rnlon ¢ with$170, took the rifle from the
‘garage, mni had Sriend d¥ivp him to Dallas.

TDr, -Roma:Let me try this on'you for size. Here is a man whoin
al variety of ways'has been made a cuckold, and had his nose

. rubbed i in his impotence, hterally and figuratively.
J.He cofnes back. She is angry. He'is rebuffed. All through
. t is'he does all oﬂthe kinds of sorhewhat i ignominious things
< Flor him that he hiis not doné previously in the way of playing
‘with-the chxldren offering to get the washing machine, now

s . trymg to flll the!role of a dutiful husband and father.

.Now after they got back Lee \jvouldn t let_ ‘

and'in some people’s views he posmvely opposed her learmng ’

the E.n;.,hsh language ... - L0

. Dr. Ronte: 1. would think that xt was mostly agam another

'

.

aspect of-her dependency relationship, to hdve her dependent

‘upon him then as a mask for his dependeTce upon her, and |

still exercise his conttol of the situation

Mr." Jenner: She was completely dependenton him, 'there isno-

question aboutlit . s

.\

Dr. Rome: I think hls need to appear in everg sense tl}e martin

the house, to wear the pants in a'litéral an
more and'more, and I think we are workmg up toand what we

© are really going to find out is what kmd.of a man he was. ;. .

" Mr. Lieheler:*Now, it is also mte.reshng ‘tha it Marma testified

- that Oswald did help her quite a bit in bhmgs around the
house. Now, of course in that connection lfl’lS also I suppose it .»

should be pointed out, that some of the itnesses testified

figurative sense

that Marina was just an awful mother, thatfshe didn’t have ',

any. idea of modern techniques or Amerlcan techmques on,
how to feed the child.

_' She gave the child sugar water'to keep 1t quxet, and’ thmgs
Jlike that, and picked up the pacifier off the! floor and putitin
her own mouth, which was at that time|full.of rotten teetll-l

and.then to wipe it off on. the floor and then stick itin t

-~ baby‘s mouth, and this upset some of the other peéple .."

Now on a rather morg personal subject, de Mchrenschildt "

|

. reported that in the presence of Oswald Marma said, “He .

slecps with me just once a mo‘nlh and I never get :my.'

|
‘ . o
N ' .- o

I think it is extremely significant that with this situation
now, and’ being ‘confronted in’a very probable way by his.
impotence, that he leaves his weddmg ring. He gives as much
money-as hé is able to ;,xveJto her, and then he takes up the

~only evidence 02 masculinjity that he has ever been able ta

~‘demonstrate, Kib rifle, with him, and now he is going to

: demonstrate “that he really is a man- under ‘these circum-
stances .

tthink that we‘ have today been able to build up to this point=
very deflmtely the kind' of psychological background that
would make - 'then. the subsequent behavior extremely

. cons:stent ina psychologlcal sense. =

Dr Rothstein:-1 am not sa:z/;, that he wasn’t going to kill the
Presndg‘ny until ; fter this ument, but I thmk thls was a bi;,
factdr in it.”

At this pmnl Hw doctors made vzr!unllv explicit the theory that
“ Marinas rejection may have beenthe cansal factor in Lee’s decision
'}o assassinate Predident Krnmdu They had bmx bmhhnqHmrm»r

in that direction all nlunq g

Dr. Cmm'ron Twould look at this last episode as snmply afinal
fillip, if you will;in a sense this whole life'with his mother, and
-+ I come back to Ner repeatedly, and the things we-have talked
~about all day, and the fact that for him... to release his
hoshllty in some way that. would be noteworthy, and the
~assassination’ of a prominent person/would satisfy this need,
"Now he|l thmklmust have thou;,ht about it if he did kill the
Prestdcnt .. ;S0 I think what/Marina had a chance to do

unconscmuslyﬂhat night was to vefo his plan without ever

“knowing of its existence, but she didn’t. She really stamped it

" down hard.:But that one incident would never, neyer have

.been enough. |
A

o
'
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Dr. Rothstein: He might very well have done sométhing like
. that or the same thing at another time in the fufure.

Cnmrron

chance in a lifetime actually of making this kind of contact

“! with the President. Otherwise if he was really after the

" ! | President, he would have to go to another city. His chances of

o coming bhck — tHat is why I think the promment person was

" - all he really was after, and perhaps this was “My God, how

about that? I can get thé President.” :

Dr. Cameron: | think his primary purpose was to find a

prominent pubfic person, and to be able to couple that with

the President, the head of the capitalistic system, is wonderful
from his point of view.

" But I'think what he really was after was a promment person

in the publxc eye whose death would: result in'a real

rhubarb . .

Dr. Rome: ... I think you have to see these as contrapurltal
themes, and all along he has been involved, it is as though heis
above these mundane, domestic kind of-things, andina sense
he loses a battle but wins a war by this kind of an exploslve act
-which, at the same time, recoups him not only in hisown eyes

T but really makes him qunte aman ...

Mr. Dulles: Then that finishes him, of course. He is perfectly
willling, to be fimished Wlfh‘ it.

) Dr Rome: With this xdenhﬁcat:on again. At least you have by
- virtue of your violence identified yourself with an extremely -
, prominent person. This makes you promment v

Dr Cameron: Evendif he gets caught and'! gets the chair, he is
identified with being ahead of his time, in his Warped way of
thmkmg S|

1 think lf Marma had accepted him, if shé had btn a lovmg
ol wife.that night, he might have slept late the next morningand .
AR ‘he might not have got the President, but eventually it would
...+ . have had to have .been some way. It lwould have been a-
temporary reprieve .. ..

i . Dr. Rolhsh’m I think his dlscomfort mlght have been relieved
to the point'he wouldn't have taken achon on it. ) :

P el Dr Cameron: He would have done it laler to somebody else.’

1o & Dr Rothstein: She [Marma] is what the psych:atrlsts would
+ .often call a castrating woman .. .Who is ‘building up her.own
importance, her own, feeling of lmportance by deprecxatmg

hxm e i

Dr Cameron: I can say that he has decided that isit with her.

: . That doesn’t necéssarily meah that this is the day he is going’
: to kill thé President. Now if he was gging to kill the President,

of coursé this is:so with her becausecll\ is either dead himbelf

or op the run, and he can’t b& bothered with her. But he has .

;. left her. Thit is what that says to me. | cloesn tsayposmvely

257 that'hei is going to do somet ing.

You-are troubled
. saying she was a pretty unsavory character, and that you
“know ‘a lot of women who 'may have comparable behavior.
‘without attributing to them such unsavory motives ... Butat

7 ‘any raté she was capable of fitting into his pathology, and [

e are conceried with here, ahd
“l ' H

. “think it is his pathology that
she happened to fit in wnth i

At another time. Of course he also had one ~

. by ‘the notion': that we seei td be ;

!
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Dr Rolhs.‘mn I shll would want to say | thmk to some extent
the President at some level of his thinking was hlS wife and his
mother. o

Dr.

1

I think by choosing a prominent person, -

|

Cameron:

" particularly one associated with government, he was perhaps

unconsciously assassinating both his mother and the system.
Mr. Liebeler: And his wife also? . -
Dr. Cameron: l’ossibly. o ) B
Mr. Liebeler: And perhéps also the Soviet system?

Dr. Cameron. [ don’t know whether he is capable of this kind
of thinking or not, but, if there could have been any linkage

" between this act and the Soviet system, it would have really :

been kind of tough on both systems. ...

Some members of the Comamission’s slaf[ indicated their opinion
that the psychiatric mmlysxs of Oswald’s possxble molives was
inddequate and unconvincing. This may be oie redson why, in the
end, the Commission refused to spéculate on the motive.

Mr. Redlich:.. My obiection to'your analysis is'that | think
you' are fitting this into a pretty tight mold based on one
side of the story. . i

I am prepared to argue that you have in my opinion, not

having observed. Marina Oswald personally, visually, not

havirig visually observed Lee Harvey Gswald, not having ob-
served Oswald’s mother visually, I just cannot understand
how professionally you- genllemen are able to say that
somehow there is a similarity between Marina Oswald and
Margaret Oswald, that Marina is. thns kmd ofia person that

"you say she is: oes

Dr. Rome: Obvnouslythese con)ectures are highly speculatwe
There is no question lkhat they are based ‘on inference, .
mcomplete mformahon con]ecture

_VMr Dulles: We have asked you gentlemen'to make them. ...
" Mr Redlich: .

I think Mr. Dulles is quite right that we havé
asked-for’ thns, and that my comments are really directed on -
the' use that we make ‘of your 'speculations and conclusions
based on the: mformatlon that we have provided-to you. ...
What in your opinion; should we do with the type of analysns
that you have provxde us today7 % \

Dr Rome: As Far aslam concerned this is hlghlycon)ectural

It is purely speculative. I see if as being : of i no use to anyone

beyond a staff level to help perhaps clarify your. approach to .
thel record. =
I'should think it would be most unreallshc to use thls inany
way Ithink you would be laughed right out by the public with
this high spun fantasy kind of inferences based on sccond- ’

- and third-hand hearsay information.

‘Thave thought that this was solély for the purpose of again
estabhshmg some testable hypothesis in which you could or
could notlf:t the evidence that you have. That'there w:ll be
grea! gap$ and.deficiencies, yes. I think this is 50 - )

‘But to try to account for Lee Oswald’s behavior by now
retrospechvely, after his death; ‘trying to devise sdme sort of
psylchdloglcal hlstory I thlnk would be a specnous exer-
cnsc el i

Dr

Cameron: Now, |f the Commnssmn decides that he'

. IOswald] did in fact do’it.and then you are interested in-the

’

" questipn of mohve, and you are unable to find any mohve ofa’
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_political or oth!er nature, then you are in efféct asking us, can
" we find anyth#ng here that seems to fit shme kind of a psy-
_cholo;,lcal motive. As far as [ am concerned the answer is -
“Yes.” L ‘o
Now, whether or not you make this publi orshould makelt"
- public 1 thinkis hlghly questionable. Onle Mrs. Margaret
Oswald is still in existence, and so is Marinh, and there would
be httle purpose served 1. think in trying to.damn her or
Marina for this testimony, if my hypothesis of how a lot of
this, part:cularly the ' mother, came about I see. llttle pomt in
this.
I think you would probably say yes hedid it, and t ere was
no, if this is true, international involvement, and he seems t6

X

\

.47

Mr. Licheler: And you would leave out entirely any suggestive -

_ relationships between these various events? Because you see

when you

B

you really are applying a standard of selection ...
put in’the report itself certain of the testimony. ...

M. Dulles: Selecting on our idea on the basis of accuracy, not
any other consnderatlon s

Mr. I\u”n’h But stoppmg short of{usmg some of the lan-
guage whlch 1 was very glad lhat ;you gentlemen used
loday '

" Dr. Rome: Dont you suspect the total mass of data that is

have done it as a loner for reasonspeculiar to himselfjand ]ust -

drop it there. ..:

Dr. Rothstein: The only thing I would add, I think it would not .
be entirely unreasonable to say that you have consultéd with’
. psychiatrists as to whether this was lpossxble I don’t know
whether you wauld agree with that, but it seems to mie that
would be reasonable. " L o Bk

. Dr. Cameron: 1 don’t think it is necessary 1t mk the_'~
+ Commission will have to decnde that questnon . .

My. Lielieler; Now, are we going to be in a’ posmon where,
‘assuming we can’t find any credible political motive, what
would the American public think if we'just said well, he did.it .
for reasons peculiar to himself, and we dropped it-at that?
Now we do have hypotheses. ... And then the American

Mr Dulles: 1 th tk we ought to state we consulted psychia--

. Mr ]ennrr And a few’ newspaper rreporters who will read
*“parts of it. b

going to be’ made public is going to be self-evident?

Mr. Dulles: But nobody reads Don'’t believe people read in
this country There will be afew professors thak will read the.
record

|
Mr Dulles The‘pubhc wnll read very little.:

Dr Rothstein: 1 thmk the other two doctors feel that it

shouldn’t even bT mentioned that there was any psychiatric . '
- _tonsideration.

cc I am overenthused with psychiatry

) gemng into thm S5 but Ifeelthatitisa relevant thing to say.

_trists, 50mewhere 7 If we hadn’t doné that we would have

) mrssed an. lmpoxltant area of the study : !

public wouldn’t have .the benefit of the thought that-these "~

menthave giver, and still can give, with additional mforma-
tlon that-we can provide them, the thought, that we have
;,wen to the question which has certainly made it believable to
. m that Oswald could have done this for purely psychologi-~
“cal motlvatlons even though it:may not be 100 pergent

.

pr cxse, it seems to me that we are ¥ a position and we do have -

information enough to suggest enough orflay forth’ enough
hypotheses and fact to make it behevable that thls’ls why he
- dld s ’ .

[ we don’t do thxs, the Amerlcan publxc isn’t going to have "
" thi ‘background to make this )udgment }nnd the_y are-just -

golng tof say, “Well, what the heck.” . l il

Dr. Rome: They have a]ready made whate
" arg going to make, believe me.

. Mr. Licbeler: 1f that is true, we mxght as well‘ fold up our'
papers and go home. . TR

M‘r Redlich:
chological thesns because I think that it would tend to give the
lmbressmn that we are really trying to, in.effect; prove the
absence of conspnratonal motive,-by presenting d psycholog-
lcal thesis, and that psychological thesis mxghtte punched so-

er, ;udgrhent they D

. We should stop short of resentmg a psy- -

~ full of holes by people of a.different psychlamc school of -

. théught from you three gentlemen that it ‘would endanger
the other side of the coin, namely the ab ence/of the rahonal
consplratonal motive. ... C o, T G <} e )

. A
Dr, Cmnrran. dthink it is perfectly fair to say if thisis your
.conclusion that he. did it, that “We found no eviderice to .
implicate dny other persons, -

country”

if that is true “and this is what i was said at the

if that is true ! \ ‘or any other

= The l\z'por} however mad? no; rrfrrmre fo the Cvnnmcsmn s

% ranculhnq the ;m;xe[ of psychiatridts. On the other hand, many

passage in-the - jparf reflected “some aspects of the psychiatric
analysis,’s Other aspects were  réjected;. the report said  the
Conimission did nbf believe -that Oswald’s relations with’ his wife

“cansed him-to ncs:\ssmnlr Kennedy. Listing Oswald’s d://x(ulh/ in

23 In"the interval- Commissioners and staff had been, taking

esfa[rhshmg ‘huma

commth nt to Mnrnsm and Communism, and his rn;mmy to act

“ without regard to the consequiences, the Warren Commission offered
. this (vnrluswn
. liwve molded the character, of Lee Harvey Oswald there eme reedia
“man m;mblv of nc}n«nmlmq Pre?m': nt Kennedy.” i

g Commissnon Meeting Of| September 18, 1964

“Out of these and-many other factors which may

i
b

Tlns was. the Co;unnscmn_s findl session in preparation [nr the

mmph'fnn of its report.”It was the first executive session since June

additional testimony, and staff members were draffing the [nm[
vm.mn of ‘the repert.
The Commissonjwas unable fo nmr its ur:\’nml target date of

June 1: the report wonlid be issued on September 27, 1‘)04—nmrlv

_ten monthsafter-the Warren Commission was fumh[ulul

testimony, and based on this we find!it believable that Lee -

Harvey Oswald could have done it and-we think he did.”

i 7
A

-No aciual twancript of the Seplember. 18 session is known to’
exist, /\(mrqu to the National Archives, only fhe minutes of the
meeting” are available., Hotoever, the minutés do throw additional

"~ light.dh Hu* Con}nussmn s lnst- nmruh' concerns. For'example, the :
- general counsel 1oas -instritcted
“ conclusions” concerning Chapter (" The Shots Frot The Texas

School :Bdok ‘Depository”) amd Chiapter 1V (“The Assissin”) not

_conitain any.conflict with the conclusions set forth in Chnphr !

[ Sumnmrl/ and Conr/usmn»« ), b = .

A Mohon waj

made .. that‘the General Counsel be qu-
thonred to_pro

eed to mahe arrangements, subject to the

1 relabionships, his discontent with the world, his =
,‘lmfmi of Americdn sm'n’h/, his search for a place in history, his.

“fo use- care :that the- proposed * .
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_approval of the Chairman, toreturntointerested parties who
have furnished documentary and other evidence to the
Commission all of such materials when their retention is no
longer necessary to adequately protect the Report of the
Commission or when duplicate or other conformed copies
{{l be Fl;xlly‘adequate. That in taking such action the General

°r interested persons and agencies whenever necessary
proper. :

g mxpurfnnre of Hu' lmnstnpls les in what they rrvml ofllu'

many of the doulr!s npparﬁnlly were ot resolved that the impression
emerges from these pridate discussions among the Coiminissioners

that, in the end,.the report was the only possible compromise they

couild produce—in terms, of>their knowledge and their conscierice.
- Likewise the transcriptscall into question the competence of the
- : j

L i

& ) N

inselconsult with the Federal Bureau of Investigationand

. T
|
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Warren Cammission, / ]
- The characters of these men come alive as in a dramatic’ pIn_/
Senator Russell and John McCloy are the doubters, the outspoken
and nnpaiu'nl sceptics and qm'sh{mrrs They come across as strong
men in the drama. Chief Justice Warren is 5urprr<mq1|/ passive,
often hesitant, always conscious of the historic burden. His concern
is credibility. Allen Dulles is the businesslike figure, proud of his
insights into the affairs of nations and .the craft of intelligence.
Senator Cooper and Representative Boggs choose to remain in the
background most of the time. And Gerald Ford, except for his
sudden sense of outrage over efforts to ascribe to the Commission
conclusions it had not yef rmrhz’d appears willing to go along, with
his peers. '
They played their rnh’s in hlc!or_/ Nuw llrclnr_/ will judge Hu’m

The New Republic wishes to acknowledge with grahtude
the special assistance in preparing these transcrxpts of
Robert Lee Lewis and Marion ‘E. Johnson. " !
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